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Responses to Comment Letter A61 

Response to Comment A61-1: The jurisdiction of the proposed Project is limited to 
the areas below the mean high-tide line and three geographical miles out to the limit of state 
jurisdiction. The proposed regulations will have no impact to existing regulations on access, 
and no new regulations prohibiting non-consumptive recreational activities are proposed. For 
a discussion of access for disabled individuals, see also Master Response 6. 

Response to Comment A61-2: In determining the scope of analysis for the Draft 
EIR, public comments were considered. The Commission asserts that the public has had 
sufficient time to review the document, which has been publicly available online, at select 
Department offices, and local libraries since August 18, 2010. Additionally, the initial 
comment period of 45 days that is required under the State CEQA Guidelines, was extended 
by 15 days to October 19, 2010 in response to the public’s request for additional time to 
review the document. See also responses A09-1 and A35_ii-4. 

Response to Comment A61-3: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A61_ii 

Response to Comment A61_ii-1: The file submitted is a photo of the Draft EIR 
envelope. No response required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A62 

Response to Comment A62-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. No changes to the 
Draft EIR are required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A63 

Response to Comment A63-1: The comment asserts that the comment period on the 
Draft EIR should be extended. Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of the 
section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment A63-2: Campus Point SMR is included in the proposed 
Project IPA. The IPA was designed by the Blue Ribbon Task Force as a compromise to 
balance the interests of many stakeholders. The Commission recognizes that placement of an 
SMR at Coal Oil Point will restrict spearfishing. However, establishment of the Campus 
Point SMR would have no effect on access to the area for non-consumptive recreational 
activities. See also Master Response 3 and Master Response 6. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A64 

Response to Comment A64-1: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment A64-2: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment A64-3: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A65 

Response to Comment A65-1: As required by CEQA, the Draft EIR is an 
informational document intended to inform public agency decision-makers and the public 
generally of the significant environmental effect of a project, possible ways to minimize 
significant effects, and reasonable alternatives to the proposed Project. It is not necessary for 
the Draft EIR to analyze possible implementation of an SMR at Children’s Pool because it is 
neither part of the proposed Project, nor any of the alternatives identified by the lengthy 
design process. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A65-2: See response to Comment A65-1. 

Response to Comment A65-3: See response to Comment A65-1. 

Response to Comment A65-4: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment A65-5: Waters below the mean high tide and up to three 
nautical miles offshore are considered under state jurisdiction. While local government and 
the general public were invited through the design process to provide input on the 
designation of MPAs, it is not within the purview of local governments to designate MPAs or 
MPA boundaries under the MLPA. Also see response to Comment A65-1. 

Response to Comments A65-6 – A65-9: See response to Comment A65-1. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A68_i 

Response to Comment A68_i: The letter is an email that was used to transmit a comment 
letter to the Department as an attachment, but the email itself contains no text. No response is 
required. 
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                                                                                                                       Oct. 18, 2010 
 
MLPA CQUA Comments on the SCSR DEIR 
 
California Department of Fish and Game 
4665 Lampson Avenue, Suite C 
Los Alamitos, California 90720 
 
ATTN: Mr. Thomas Napoli, 
Staff Environmental Scientist 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
In 1999 the California Legislature passed and the Governor signed into law the Marine 
Life Protection Act,(MPA), (CA. Fish and Game Code Sections 2850-2863). 
Section 2851. The Legislature finds and declares all of the following: 

(a) California’s marine protected areas (MPA’s) were established on a piecemeal 
basis rather than according to a coherent plan and sound scientific guidelines…… 

(b) California’s extraordinary marine biological diversity is a vital asset to the state 
and nation….. 

(c) Coastal development, water pollution, and other human activities threaten the 
health of marine habitat and the biological diversity found in California’s ocean 
waters…. 

(d) Fish and other sea life are a sustainable resource, and fishing is an important 
community asset….. 

(e) Understanding of the impact of human activities and the processes required to 
sustain the abundance and diversity of marine life reserves can help expand our 
knowledge by providing baseline information and improving our understanding of 
ecosystems where minimal disturbance occurs. 

(f) Marine life reserves are an essential element of an MPA system because they 
protect they protect habitat and ecosystems, conserve biological diversity, provide 
a sanctuary for fish and other forms of sea life, enhance recreational and 
educational opportunities, provide a reference point against  which scientists can 
measure changes elsewhere in the marine environment, and may help rebuild 
depleted fisheries. 

(g) Despite the demonstrated value of marine life reserves, only 14 of the 220,000 
square miles of combined state and federal ocean water off California, or six-
thousandths of 1 percent, are set aside as genuine no take areas. 

(h) For all the above reasons, it is necessary to modify the existing collection of 
MPA’s to ensure that they are designed and managed according to clear, 
conservation-based goals and guidelines that take full advantage of the multiple 
benefits that can be derived from the establishment of marine life reserves. 

Certainly, this is lofty and inspiring language, and combined with the stated “Goals 
and Elements” of the MLPA, the intent of the Act is very clear “to…increase 
coherence and effectiveness in protecting the states marine life and habitats, marine 
ecosystems, and marine natural heritage, as well as to improve recreational, 
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educational, and study opportunities provided by marine ecosystems subject to 
minimal human disturbance.” (MLPA website). Lofty and noble goals, and who 
among us would not support the grand ideal of MLPA? Taken at face value….almost 
no one. However, the seasoned veteran of politics and public policy, especially as it 
relates to the environment, has learned to take nothing at “face value”! If we are to 
believe the language of MLPA, the legislature had, in 1999, come up with a new 
direction for management of California’s marine resources, when in fact, many of the 
tenets of MLPA had been in place in California for decades. Here we reference THE 
MARINE LIFE REFUGES AND RESERVES OF CALIFORNIA, January 1979, 
Smith and Johnson, and the Revised Edition, by Dave Zeiner: MARINE 
RESOURCES INFORMATION BULLETIN NO.1, July 1989. State of California, 
The Resources Agency.  
Page 1 paragraph 1 of the Bulletin states, “The establishment of marine reserves in 
California state waters to date has been reactive rather than planned. Generally, both 
legislative and Fish and Game Commission reserves, until recently, have been 
established at the request of organizations outside the Department of Fish and Game  
and have not conformed to any plan designed to establish reserves in the most 
reprehensive or unique areas of the marine environment. Historical reserves 
established by the State Legislature and the Fish and Game Commission have been 
created independently and without guidelines to set either standards regarding 
restrictions on their various uses”. 
Page 2 paragraph 1”….In 1972, legislation, known as the “Tidal Invertebrates Act”, 
was enacted to extend protection to all marine invertebrates along the entire 
California coast between high tide and 1,000 feet offshore. Marine invertebrates not 
utilized historically for food may not now be taken except under special collecting 
permits. Those species however, for which the Fish and Game Commission has 
established seasons and bag limits to protect their stocks, may be taken within 1,000 
feet of the low tide mark”.  
In paragraph 4 of page 2 it reads, “Generally, it is agreed that marine reserves should 
be divided into the following categories: 
          1, Total protection: protection of marine ecosystems from all forms human  
              Consumptive uses and developments. 
          2 Restricted human use : restrict human use to scientific and educational  
             Collecting under permit only. 
          3 Protection of specific forms of marine life from human consumptive uses and        
.            Developments. 
Continuing on page 3, it describes the three different types of reserves in greater 
detail:  
Total Protection, scientific, educational, and nonconsumptive uses…….administered 
as baseline areas where scientists can compare and evaluate the long-term effects of 
environmental changes against the shorter term effects of utilization…….extensive  
enforcement effort to achieve total protection must be provided…….”. 
Restricted human use, ‘requires the setting aside of an area for scientific research, 
where responses to controlled manipulations of the environment can be observed 
without outside human interference,,,,,,,,,,,” 
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Protection of specific forms of marine life, “….to provide protection for selected  
forms of marine life…..while permitting harvest of those forms not requiring 
complete protection….”.   
 
When the regulations for these pre-MLPA reserves are examined, it is quit clear, in 
most cases, the purpose of the reserve. For example, the Abalone Cove Ecological 
Reserve (L.A. County) :” (A) Fishing is permitted for fin fish (those having 
vertebrae) only, from boats as well as from shore. Spear guns may be used for the 
taking of fin fish. (B) Swimming, surfing, boating, skin and SCUBA diving are 
permitted” 
It is quit clear, without the catchy phrases of MLPA, that the purpose of this reserve is 
to protect invertebrates!  
 
 The preceding shows that the MLPA Legislative findings and declarations (a),(b),(d) 
(e),(f),and (h) .had already been the policy of the DFG and the FGC in managing 
MPA’s, for the better part of 30 years! 
 
What about finding (g)?  Though  the MLPA only applies to state waters, the 
legislative language here combines state and federal waters in order to enhance the 
dramatic effect of the statement, at the clear expense of the truth : at pattern that starts 
to repeat its’ self  all to often in the subsequent MLPAI process in which we are now 
engaged  
 
What is left, and what should have been the hart and soul of the MLPA and the 
resulting MLPAI, is finding (c) “Coastal development, water pollution, and other 
human activities threaten the health of marine habitat and the biological diversity 
found in California’s ocean waters….” 
Given the well established fact that the DFG, the FGC, and many sport and 
commercial fishing groups had been working together, to achieve sustainable 
fisheries prior to 1999 and the MLPA through a combination of management 
strategies that best fit the individual fisheries and the effected resource, e.g. gear 
restrictions, shorter seasons, limited entry, and science based size limits, combined 
with the resulting reduction in the number of commercial fishermen and boats, it was 
predictable the in 2009, the Worm-Hilborn paper identified California’s fisheries as 
among the best managed in the world. Room for improvement, yes, time to panic, no. 
But that is exactly what MLPAI, and its’ promoters have done ; attack fishermen, and 
ocean dependent businesses, who have worked hard to sustain resources, while going 
out of their way to give developers, energy companies, industrial and municipal 
polluters a virtual free pass ! It is clear by the language of MLPA,  that it was their 
intent to address all the causes of environmental harm to California’s marine 
ecosystems, and the FGC, was given the mandate to do so. It is equally clear that the 
Public-Private-Partnership, (3P), known as the MLPAI, has neither the desire nor 
political will to follow the law.  Therefore, MLPA has by default, become all about 
managing fishermen. Fishermen that are already well managed. 
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It then stands to reason that the focus of the CEQA analyses should be on the 
potential negative environmental impacts that these Fishery Management MPA’s 
might have, but in reviewing the DEIR, it becomes very clear that this is not the case, 
and in fact, the fishing and related issues brought up in scoping have been largely 
ignored.  

1) The issue of compaction, where by the same number of fishermen, 
squeezed into ever smaller, and often less productive areas : ignored. 

2) Issues of the safety of the sport and commercial fishing fleets and their 
crews, being pushed further from port: ignored. 

3) Socio-economic issues, not only ignored, but the lack of a qualified social 
scientist to even do the analyses. 

4) The total disregard for environmental justice, and the impacts on poor 
communities. Only the rich are not ignored.  

5) Lack of man power and funding to enforce MPA’s: ignored. 
6) The California Coastal Act and MLPA adaptive management: ignored. 
7) An appendix to the DEIR, showing the oral and written comments, not 

supplied. 
8) Analyze of scientific take impacts: ignored.  
9) Impacts of the new military security zones at San Clemente Island: 

ignored. 
10)  Pollution impacts: ignored. 
11)  Possible negative impacts from sea urchin overgrazing: ignored. 
12) The cumulative effects of the total project, Oregon boarder to Mexico:  

Ignored. 
It is quite clear the lead agencies are failing to follow the CEQA requirements, and the 
valid concerns of the public be addressed, not ignored!  
 
The ultimate success or failure of MPA’s will depend on many factors, proper placement, 
monitoring, enforcement, and above all, buy in from fishermen and ocean dependent 
businesses. If the politics are not removed from CEQA, then MLPA will fail. 
 
Sincerely, 
Bob Bertelli 
PO Box 1001 Seal Beach CA. 90740 
310-357-8708 
Email, kelpdragon@hotmail.com. 
 

       
. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A68_ii 

Response to Comment A68_ii-1: Comment noted. See Master Response 1. 

Response to Comment A68_ii-2: Comment noted. See Master Response 1. 

Response to Comment A68_ii-3: See Master Response 6. 

Response to Comment A68_ii-4: Comment noted. See response to comment A13-31 
and Master Response 9. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A68_ii-5: Comment noted. The California Coastal Act is 
discussed in Section 8.2.1.1.2 of the Draft EIR. Monitoring and adaptive management are 
discussed in Section 3.6.1 of the Draft EIR. See Master Response 1. 

Response to Comment A68_ii-6: Comment noted. See responses A09-1 and 
A35_ii-4. 

Response to Comment A68_ii-7: The comment asserts that the Draft EIR ignored 
impacts from scientific take, impacts of new military closure zones off San Clemente Island, 
impacts from pollution, impacts from sea urchin overgrazing, and cumulative impacts of the 
total project from Oregon to Mexico. 

The proposed Project IPA is not expected to result in any increases in scientific take. Existing 
levels of scientific take would foreseeably continue into the future, but the proposed Project 
would not change the extent of scientific take. Therefore, scientific take of marine species is 
not an impact of the proposed Project, as defined by CEQA. 

With regard to military closures off San Clemente Island, these areas are included in the 
baseline environmental setting for the project, and are discussed in several sections of the 
Draft EIR (see Sections 3.4.8 and 8.4.3.2.1, for example). These existing closures would not 
be affected by the proposed regulatory changes, and are therefore not considered to be 
impacts of the proposed Project. 

With regard to pollution, please refer to Section 6.3 of the Draft EIR, which is entirely 
devoted to analysis of the Project’s impacts on water quality. 

Impacts related to overgrazing of kelp habitats by sea urchins were evaluated in Section 
7.1.3.3 of the Draft EIR, Impact BIO-2. 

With regard to analyzing the “total project,” the commenter presumably refers to the revision 
of MPA regulations for all portions of the California coast. However, as described in Section 
2.3 of the Draft EIR, each of the MLPA study regions is a discrete, independent project. Each 
regional MPA network has utility independent of what MPAs exist in other regions, and the 
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scientific basis for developing the proposed regulations was conducted on a regional scale. 
Whether the Commission opts to adopt the proposed regulatory changes for the SCSR or not, 
these decisions will still need to be made for the other MLPA study regions. In other words, 
approval of the proposed IPA is not linked or associated with the Commission taking any 
action in any other part of the state. 

Response to Comment A68_ii-8: The Commission disagrees with the commenter’s 
assertion that it is ignoring valid public concerns. Such concerns are addressed in the 
responses to comments contained herein. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A68_ii-9: Comment noted. See response to comment A13-31 
and Master Response 9. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A70 

Response to Comment A70-1: Comment noted. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A76_i 

Response to Comment A76_i: The letter is an email that was used to transmit a comment 
letter to the Department as an attachment, and the email does not address the content or 
adequacy of the Draft EIR. No response is required. 
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Joseph N Farlo M.D. 
Dept. of Anesthesia and Pediatrics 
Torrance Memorial Medical Center 
3330 Lomita Blvd. 
Torrance, CA 90505 
310 529-8663 
jfarlo@msn.com 
 
October 18, 2010 
 
MLPA SCSR DEIR Department of Fish and Game 
South Coast MLPA Office 
4665 Lampson, Suite C 
Los Alamitos, CA  90720 
 
Attn: Mr. Tom Napoli, Staff Environmental Scientist 
 
 Re: Draft Environmental Impact Report 
  MLPA South Coast Study Region 
  Comments on DEIR 
 
Dear Mr. Napoli: 
I have been actively participating in the South Coast MLPA imitative since its inception.  During 
the process, I have raised concerns that the waters around the Palos Verdes Peninsula contain 
bioaccumulatory toxins that have been shown to be harmful to humans.  The concentration of 
these persistent organic pollutants has lead to commercial fishing bans and recreational fishing 
advisories for the entire area.  A fish contamination survey was conducted in 2003-4 funded by 
the Montrose trust, NOAA and the EPA.  I have reviewed the results of the data and have 
identified multiple data gaps with respect to commonly consumed recreational fish.  An analysis 
of the individual fish data clearly demonstrate that the most highly contaminated fish are found 
along the whites point outfall and south to points along the LA harbor break wall.  Any and all 
fishing closures being proposed in the south coast MLPA alternatives will serve to shift pressure 
into this most highly contaminated area thus having significant health impact on the citizens of 
Los Angeles County.  This represents an environmental injustice which will directly result from 
the MLPA. I have also raised concerns about the aggressive lobbying campaign that the Los 
Angeles County Sanitation District (LACSD) has waged during the MLPA initiative and have 
pointed out on multiple occasions that the public trust has provided the science advisory team 
with selective information within their vast experience of ocean monitoring in order to push the 
process outcome in a particular direction.  In this document I will lay foundation based on my 
last 18 months of involvement with the initiative.  This background foundation will support 
specific questions and topics of concern that must be addressed in the Draft Environmental 
Impact Report for the MLPA South Coast Study region on the Palos Verdes peninsula. 

Background 

8.5.3.2 Significance Criteria Page 97-98  
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/mlpa/pdfs/impact_sc/section8.pdf 
 
Based on the standards of significance from Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines, a 
project would normally result in a significant impact relative to hazards and hazardous 

53

mailto:jfarlo@msn.com�
http://www.dfg.ca.gov/mlpa/pdfs/impact_sc/section8.pdf�
Sarah
Text Box
Letter A76_ii

Sarah
Line

Sarah
Line

Sarah
Text Box
A76_ii-1

Sarah
Text Box
A76_ii-2



materials if it would result in any of the following: 
 
Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably 
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials 
into the environment 
 
Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled 
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, create a significant hazard 
to the public or the environment 

Have environmental effects which will result in substantial adverse effects on human 
beings, either directly or indirectly 

Persistence of toxic pesticides in the deep waters off of Whites Point 
continues to be a major human health hazard for individuals and their offspring 
who consume contaminated fish from south and central Palos Verdes 

Between 1947 and 1971 Montrose Chemicals in Torrance CA flushed more than 100 tons of 
DDT into the county sewer system. DDT has a biological half life of over 20 years and is 
metabolized in aquatic animals into other toxic compounds DDE and DDD with prolonged 
elimination half lives.  DDT and its metabolites have therefore been termed persistent organic 
pollutants (POP).  Fish caught in the area of Whites Point have levels of DDT and its biological 
metabolites DDE, and DDD that are well above government safety standards.  DDT, DDE and 
DDD are now known human carcinogens that have been shown to increase the risk of breast 
cancer fivefold and have also been linked to liver and testicular cancer.  These agents are also 
potent neurotoxins that have been shown to cause significant neurodevelopmental delay in 
children who acquire them thru breast milk.  Exposure to DDT and DDE even at low levels is 
associated with decreased verbal, memory and perceptual performance skills in preschoolers.  
These chemicals have been shown to interfere with human reproduction and cause birth defects 
in the male reproductive organs of children exposed in utero. http://www.panna.org/ddt/health 
 Along with DDT, the LACSD discharged large quantities of other industrial chemicals before the 
implementation of full secondary treatment in 2002.  As a consequence, the sediment in south 
and central Palos Verdes is heavily contaminated with PCB’s, mercury, cadmium and arsenic as 
well.  These contaminants are bioaccumulated in the fish that anglers commonly consume.  

The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) passed in 1999 seeks to establish a geographically 
spaced network of marine protection areas (MPAs) off the coast of California to protect species 
diversity and to restore habitat.  However, as the MLPA itself recognizes, this goal needs to be 
reconciled to the socioeconomic impact on the public.  An increase in fishing effort towards the 
most contaminated areas will have a direct measurable effect on cancer rates and the need for 
special services to neurologically impaired children in LA County!  Although widespread high 
levels of  POP’s are detrimental to fish and avian wildlife, with the implementation of full 
secondary sanitation treatment in 2002 the present “legacy contamination” is now limited to the 
benthic infauna (worms, clams and snails) that live on the PV shelf at depths of over 160 ft 
where the outfall discharges. A recent report by the Joint Water Pollution Control Plant 
(JWPCP) for 2006-7 shows the benthic community, as well as the invertebrate and fish 
population have been restored to the reference level of north PV now that full secondary waste 
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management has been in effect for over 7 years.  The known toxic chemicals from the past 
effluent that is now buried in the sediment are bioaccumulated in the major 4 fish targeted by 
recreational fisherman (namely white croaker, barred sandbass, calico bass and sculpin).   

There is no measurable effect of these contaminants affecting fish health.  The fish 
commonly consumed by birds and pinnipeds (seals and sea lions) have significantly lower 
levels of bioaccumulation as they do not interact with the sediment dwelling organisms.  Birds 
feeding on dead pinnipeds such as the eagle are sadly the only animal still significantly affected 
by this legacy contamination.  As a result, there is a shifting pattern of bioaccumulatory harm 
away from marine fish, birds and mammals and towards humans who risk being pressured into 
this area by any of the fishing closures under consideration in the South Coast MLPA process.  
With the ongoing and sustained economic depression, the frequency and number of sustenance 
fishing effort is increasing.  The ongoing public health education programs instituted with 
settlement funds to promote “healthy fishing practices” is doomed to failure. 

During the early stages of the MLPA initiative I presented a petition with 100 south bay 
physicians and nurse signee’s urging the science advisory team to appoint an independent 
public health expert to the SAT to examine this issue in greater depth.  This request was 
ignored. I have also presented my petition to the Fish and Game Commission on December 9 
2009 and made public comment on March 3 2010. 

The California Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment (OEHHA) revised the 
recommendations for recreational fish consumption based on the data obtained from the fish 
contamination survey in 2009.  The new recommendations lead to a mass advisory for the 
whole Palos Verdes peninsula and beyond.  OEHHA recognizes that these recommendations 
were passed in such a way for ease of public understanding In the interest of simplifying 
recommendations the advisory arbitrarily set extremely broad boundaries which make the 
message easy to communicate to the general public but may end up causing more harm than 
good. These broad recommendations fall short of examining the fact that sustenance fisherman 
will not travel to a different county to fish however they may travel to a different coastal  beach in 
their geographic area if given the proper education and public outreach. 

There is a great deal of confusion surrounding the new recommendations. This confusion stems 
from the fact that the original fish advisories issued by OEHHA in 1991 were primarily driven by 
DDT (a pesticide carcinogenic to humans) that was dumped off of White’s Point PV by the 
LACSD up until 1972.   White Croakers from South PV were severely contaminated as they still 
are today.  The new fish advisories are primarily driven by fish concentrations of PCB’s (a 
persistent organic pollutant and human carcinogen that is harmful at much lower concentrations 
than DDT) and mercury (which is now considered harmful in very low concentrations to children 
under age 17).  Unlike DDT which primarily has a single point source in South PV, PCB’s and 
mercury can be found in high concentrations around most harbors, estuaries and river deltas in 
Southern California   http://www.dfg.ca.gov/mlpa/pdfs/agenda_121708j.pdf 

So why are these new fish advisories more harmful than good?   

1. They assume that fish are not severely contaminated from Ventura to Santa 
Monica and from Seal Beach to San Mateo Point without actually measuring any 
significant numbers of fish in these locations. Specifically fish consumption 
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recommendations are made for corbina, halibut, sculpin, jacksmelt, opaleye, 
barracuda, sardine, sargo, guitarfish, and topsmelt without a single 
representative fish analysis.  This is a dangerous position to take!  There are 
multiple estuaries, rivers, harbors and military instillations in these regions known 
to have PCB and heavy metal contamination. All these fish have different feeding 
habits then the white croaker who is the only representative species caught in 
each geographic location and serves as the “surrogate” for all these other 
species.   

2. By generalizing recommendations and boundaries some very important facts 
have been thrown out. Specifically:   Sculpin, Rockfish, Sheephead and Calico 
Bass from south PV in the immediate vicinity to Whites Point are utterly unfit for 
human consumption!  Sandbass and Calico bass both have considerably higher 
mercury levels as they grow bigger.  Avoid consuming fish caught from any of 
our Los Angeles county break walls except for pelagic species!  Sargo, Opyleye, 
Topsmelt, and Black Croaker from these locations are highly contaminated with 
PCB’s and mercury.  In fact the recommendation for the Topsmelt consumption 
advisory was made based on PCB point source contamination from fish caught 
on the LA Breakwall and Marina Del Rey (both heavily contaminated areas due 
to the estuary creek runoff, and major industry) the only other Topsmelt caught in 
this study were off of Flat Rock in North PV.  This sample was then used as the 
“surrogate reference” for making the consumption advisories as far north as 
Ventura and south as San Mateo (the yellow regions).  Ironic but true North PV 
which is geographically isolated by the 1500 ft deep Redondo canyon to the 
north and the 3000ft PV continental shelf to the south may represent one of the 
last safe fishing areas from significant point source contamination. This area 
could contain some of the healthiest eating fish in the region but sadly was not 
adequately sampled for many species either.  Overall, fish contamination study 
has left us with more problems than solutions and the OEHHA are not helpful to 
fisherman along the Palos Verdes peninsula. 

  

   

2002-2004 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA COASTAL MARINE FISH CONTAMINANTS SURVEY 
Pg 32 has the reference map pages 99-103 have the individual fish analysis 
http://www.epa.gov/region09/superfund/pvshelf/pdf/montrose_report.pdf    

OEHHA interpretation of this study. Page 39 lists the advisory tissue levels for DDT, PCB and 
mercury http://oehha.ca.gov/fish/so_cal/pdf_zip/SoCalAdvisoryl61809.pdf 

Specific Questions to be addressed during CEQA in regard to health advisories and fish 
contamination to be addressed under environmental injustices to recreational fisherman 

1. Please evaluate the raw data from the fish contamination survey and identify that data 
gaps exist in regards to fish most commonly caught by recreational anglers on the Palos 
Verdes peninsula. Please examine these data gaps in the context of an environmental 
injustice to recreational fisherman that enactment of the MLPA will bring and provide 
potential remediation measures. 
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2. Using the Eco-trust data to identify the percentage of recreationally caught fish by 
individual gear types, please characterize how each of the three MPA proposals for PV 
will affect each user groups and study the environmental injustice that the MLPA may 
cause to residential and sustenance fisherman that may result from a shift of fishing 
pressure into more contaminated areas. 

3. Please identify all know costal access trails and public parking areas on the Palos Verdes 
peninsula and examine the loss of recreational fishing opportunity that each individual 
MPA proposal will impact in the scope of environmental injustice, land use, and 
recreation.  

 

Palos Verdes Shelf (PVS) Superfund Site 

Background 

The LACSD has submitted reports to the MLPA taskforce and fish and game commission 
stating that The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) conducted an ecological 
risk assessment for the PV Shelf which was published in 2003 (USEPA, 2003). The risk 
assessment found that the levels of DDT and PCBs in the sediment and overlying water were a 
substantial risk to the health of benthic infauna, fish, seabirds, and marine mammals. The EPA 
also concluded that the greatest risk is found near the outfalls and gradually declines with 
distance away from the outfall. 

I have read the EPA environmental risk assessment report for the PV shelf from 2003, the “ 
ERA provides an estimate of the “observed or potential magnitude of adverse ecological effects 
at the site” The report is based primarily on food web models of bioaccumulation designed to 
characterize exposure to birds and marine mammals, for which ecological risk was described as 
a function of the quality of sediments.  The study end results are based on many assumptions 
that are listed and characterized. 
 
The second assumption of the ERA was that  
Current chemical concentrations are present at a steady state and will not change in the 
short term (defined in this assessment as 10 to 15 years). Pg 1.8 
 
The Joint Water Pollution Control Plant biennial receiving water monitoring report for 2006-7 
(JWPCP 2006-7) has clearly found reductions in sediment contamination of DDT and PCB’s 
along the outfall and the PV shelf.  The JWPCP report states that “Organically enriched 
sediments along the majority of the Palos Verdes shelf and slope has largely been remediated” 
(JWPCP pg 4.13) Furthermore the 2006-7 report has shown almost complete restoration of the 
benthic infauna to reference levels. (See report reproductions enclosed in this document)   
Measures of benthic biodiversity (the most sensitive indicator) appears to have returned to 
reference along the outfall area in just 4-5 years after the institution of full secondary effluent 
treatment in 2002 indicating that suspended solids in the effluent may have contributed more to 
the recovery of the benthic infauna then the presence of legacy contamination.   
 
The 2006-7 JWPCP report also measured and cited fish and benthic invertebrate trawl data that 
directly measures fish and invertebrate biodiversity and clearly showed that the outfall has 
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returned to reference level and has been so since the 1980’s. JWPCP 06-7 pg 6.20 (see 
reproduction enclosed in this document)  
 
I have spent an exhaustive amount of time reviewing the superfund site data in multiple reports 
and have come to some very strong conclusions that I will summarize 
 

1. There is no study that shows direct reproductive harm to local fish from the legacy 
contaminants DDT and PCB.  On close examination white croaker reproduction was 
affected by the overall quality of the LASD untreated effluent in the 80’s (Hose et al) as 
later studies commissioned by the superfund trustees proved to be inconclusive MSRP 
Final RP/EIS/EIR October 2005 Pg 2.11 
(http://www.darrp.noaa.gov/southwest/montrose/pdf/mon-2385.pdf)   The only real 
comparative study of white croaker from the PV shelf compared them to Dana point and 
found no difference in growth or reproduction! Moore 98’2  
 

2. In fact “no direct impacts from DDTs and PCBs were demonstrated to have occurred to 
fish in the Montrose case, fish habitat was demonstrated to have been impacted by 
these chemicals in a way that compromised the services rendered by fish (Dixon and 
Schroeter 1998)” MSRP Final RP/EIS/EIR October 2005 3-43  specifically loss of 
recreational opportunity from fish consumption advisories 

 
3. “Many seabird species, including the California brown pelican and the double-crested 

cormorant, were severely impacted in the past by the discharges of DDTs to the coastal 
waters of the SCB.2 However, the populations of these seabird species are generally 
recovering due to improved reproductive success since Montrose was stopped from 
discharging these contaminants into the LACSD system. For these other bird species, 
there was not conclusive evidence that reproductive problems meeting the definition of 
“injuries” within the CERCLA regulations were continuing.” MSRP Final RP/EIS/EIR 
October 2005 pg 2.14 

 
4. “The vast majority of the marine mammal portion of the damage assessment was 

dedicated to investigating injury in California sea lions, a species that reproduces and 
resides at certain times on the Channel Islands. A comprehensive field study was 
undertaken to evaluate rates of premature pupping, rates of early life mortality, immune 
response, physiology, and contaminant body burdens in sea lions on San Miguel Island. 
In the final analysis, it was not possible to draw a cause and effect linkage between 
adverse effects on California sea lions and exposure to DDTs or PCBs. The Trustees 
decided not to put the work forward as part of the case because the causal linkage could 
not be established. An important outcome of the work on marine mammals was the 
discovery that marine mammal carcasses, and probably placentas, are significant routes 
of DDT and PCB transfer through the food web. For example, marine mammal 
carcasses are eaten directly by bald eagles, and the carcasses and placenta of marine 
mammals are consumed by western gulls, which are subsequently preyed on by bald 
eagles and peregrine falcons. Contaminant concentrations in marine mammals may be 
so high that a small amount of consumption by a bird can represent a very large dose of 
contaminant” MSRP Final RP/EIS/EIR October 2005 pg 2.14-15 

 
5 Recent reports directly measuring DDT content in selected bird eggshell show a drastic 

reduction in DDE levels over the past decade consistent with recovery of the species 
most  affected by the Montrose event (brown pelicans, cormorants, peregrine falcons 
and bald eagles) http://www.darrp.noaa.gov/southwest/montrose/msrphome.html 
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6.  None of the three PV proposals offer protection for marine birds or mammals 

according to the SAT criteria for protection (i.e. there is no geographic area in Palos 
Verdes that offers protection for Marine birds and mammal as the SAT has not 
identified any significant nesting sites, rookeries  or  breeding sites within this 
geographical area nor is there evidence of any in the EIR report. Therefore any 
possible effect consumption of contaminated fish within PV may have on the 
foraging range of these species is not of importance with regard to MPA 
development.  In fact, placement of an MPA in this area with close scientific study 
by the superfund for the purpose of future remediation efforts and their influence 
on other MPA’s is a strong argument for a whites point MPA! 

 
7.  Capping activities: LASD claims  that  the EPA “is proposing the placement of a 

sediment cap in the area just northwest of the Sanitation Districts’ outfall system, 
potentially as far west as Bunker Point.  Placement of cap material is expected to take 
several weeks and may need to be repeated periodically to maintain the cap. Capping 
activities will be detrimental to benthic organisms and result in short–term increases in 
sedimentation and turbidity in this area and to the northwest due to prevailing currents. 
As discussed above in regards to the PBL, increased sedimentation and turbidity will 
negatively impact the kelp forest communities in the area”. 

 
I have researched this and found that this claim is overstated or completely false.   

The areas in question for capping activity are less than 300 acres (1000 sq 
yards) of the 40 sq miles of affected area at 160-190 ft depth.   
 
“Sediment transport on the Palos Verdes Shelf is characterized by predominant 
northwestward fluxes along the shelf, with occasional southeastward reversals. 
Shelf sediment is typically resuspended by gravity waves from the seabed and 
transported by prevailing currents at the time of resuspension. The currents that 
carry the suspended sediment are generally independent of wave conditions 
(Wiberg et al. 2002) and can include the currents produced by internal waves 
and tidal processes (Jones et al. 2002). It was estimated that the frequency of 
significant resuspension and transport is approximately 10 events per year 
in 60 meters (200 feet) of water on the shelf and 3 events per year in 90 meters 
(300 feet) of water beyond the shelf break”MSRP Final RP/EIS/EIR October 
2005 3-17.  
 

Based upon these facts, the LACSD claim that capping activity would affect kelp forest 
habitat living in an isobath less than 20meters appears to be in error or exaggerated. 
The LASD had in fact dumped massive amounts of legacy contamination that never 
made it into the kelp forest.  Clean sediment carefully poured out at 160-190ft by NOAA 
and the EPA could have a detrimental effect on the kelp forest seems quite unlikely.  
Furthermore, I pose the question as to how much harm capping with inert sediment 
could have on the benthic organisms that burry thru sediment as a way of life.  These 
same organisms survived and flourished in the oxygen depleting, sulfur producing 
organic ooze that the LASD had been releasing for countless decades which served to 
only enhance the benthic biomass as in fig 5.2 pg 5.6 of the JWPCP 2006-7 reports.  In 
fact I believe the benthic animals living off the outfall areas would likely welcome their 
new home in clean sediment! 
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Specific Questions to be addressed during CEQA in regard to the Superfund site 

Please evaluate the environmental Impact of the EPA superfund restoration project and 
specifically address 

1. The potential reproductive harm legacy contaminants may have on the reproductive 
success of MPA placement on the PV peninsula and quantitate NOT GRADE the 
difference between the three MPA proposals (if there are any differences in this regard). 
An independent non-biased review of all the literature and contemporary regional 
monitoring should take place (materials submitted by the LACSD are biased to the 
outcome of this analysis). 

2. Please address whether marine mammals and bird species will benefit from MPA 
placement on the PV peninsula and if benefit is found please conduct a quantitative 
analysis (NOT GRADE) the relative differences between the three MPA proposals. 

3. Please provide a through independent review of how deep ocean currents off the PV 
shelf (which are primarily north west) interact with the littoral (near shore) current (which 
is predominantly south east).  Please identify any environmental impact these currents 
may have  on the possible transit of contaminated sediment during the EPA remediation 
superfund project. 

 

Portuguese Bend Landslide (PBL) 
 The LACSD has stated “The PBL, which began moving in 1956, has become a major 
source of sediment particulate to the PV rocky sub tidal environment. That low lying reefs in this 
region have, particularly at depths greater than 6 meters, been buried with PBL material, 
severely limiting the growth of Giant Kelp which is the basis for the entire kelp forest ecosystem 
in Southern California. Consequently, the rocky sub tidal communities at survey sites between 
Abalone Cove and Bunker Point have been negatively impacted by turbidity and sedimentation 
from the PBL (LACSD, 2002).”  
 
The PBL is one of many ancient landslide areas throughout the southern California bight which 
unfortunately was reactivated in 1956 “by the placement of an embankment for a road in the 
town of Rancho Palos Verdes that was being extended from the crest of the Palos Verdes Hills 
toward Palos Verdes Drive South near the shoreline. During construction, over 20m of fill were 
placed in sections of the road to elevate the roadbed. The fill destabilized the ancient landslide 
mass by increasing the downslope shear stress (Ehlig, 1982). At the time of initiation of the 
landslide, groundwater conditions in the landslide were somewhat elevated by residential 
landscaping practices (Ehlig, 1992). Within several months, the landslide enlarged westward of 
Inspiration Point to include a wedge between that rock headland and the adjacent headland to 
the wes., The Portuguese Point Movement has destroyed 130 homes, which amounted to 81% 
of the total residential building stock on the landslide mass (Ehlig, 1992). Unusually heavy 
winter rainfall, beginning in 1978, accelerated movement of the Portuguese Bend landslide and 
initiated movement of the adjacent 0.32km2 Abalone Cove landslide (Ehlig and Bean, 1982). In 
1980, efforts to stabilize the Abalone Cove landslide focused on lowering the ground-water table 
by pumping from wells located within the landslide mass. These efforts led to a significant 
slowdown in the rate of movement of the Abalone Cove landslide, even during winters of 
intense rainfall. In 1984, a similar dewatering effort was adopted at Portuguese Bend landslide  
The additional pumping was coordinated with re-grading of portions of the Portuguese Bend 
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landslide to remove basins and depressions that caught water and increased ground water 
recharge. Installation of surface drains aided in diverting a portion of the storm runoff into the 
ocean. The re-grading and second set of dewatering wells were largely successful at 
significantly reducing movement of the landslide from the high rates of the early 1980s. Rainfall 
during the mid-late 1990s, was heavy, due in part to the El Nino event of 1998. The 7 year 
period from 1992 through 1998 had the fourth highest rainfall in the 121-year history of 
Los Angeles. During this period of intense rainfall, the Portuguese Bend landslide 
accelerated to a rate of movement as great as had occurred during the 1962–1976 period, 
but never attained the high rates of movement that occurred during the prior intense 
rainfall period of late 1970s through mid 1980s. This success is directly due to the 
mitigation”  (Kayen et al. / Continental Shelf Research 22 (2002)   
Extensive amounts of information can be obtained at the City of Rancho Palos Verdes (RPV) 
website 
http://www.palosverdes.com/rpv/planning/Evaluation_of_Portuguese_Bend_Landslide_and_Mor
atorium_Ordinance/index.cfm 

The City of RPV and the city geologists are constantly addressing these concerns in a series on 
ongoing landslide moratorium ordinances aimed at reducing movement of the various areas.  

 In a conversation with James Lancaster the principal engineering geologist with the city, I 
learned that he was quite surprised that issues regarding a natural coastal erosion process 
would be considered to have significant bearing on fish habitat.  As the process of coastal 
erosion of a sea cliff is endemic throughout the Southern California Bight.  Mr. Lancaster also 
cautioned to not equate land based movement directly to a proportional amount of loss of 
sediment to the ocean as geology is a lot more complicated than that. 

I conducted a simple comparison of facts giving the Kayen paper’s estimates According to 
the paper cited by the LASD,” Integrating the movement of the slide mass we estimate that, 
since 1956, approximately 7.6Mm3 of material, has been introduced onto the Palos Verdes 
Shelf from toe erosion of the landslide” Kayen et al. / Continental Shelf Research 22 (2002)    
 
So the PGL contributed on average 168,888 cubic meters per year over a 45 year period.  Here 
are some facts about sedimentation in the surrounding area “Longshore sediment transport in 
the Santa Monica littoral cell is marked by predominantly downcoast drift with occasional 
upcoast reversals as a result of seasonal variations in wave approach direction. The net 
longshore drift is downcoast (southward) at a rate of approximately 146,000 to 191,000 cubic 
meters/year off Santa Monica Beach (DMJM 1984, Ingle 1966), 151,000 cubic meters/year off 
Dockweiler Beach, and 167,000 cubic meters/year off Manhattan Beach and Hermosa Beach 
(Landrum-Brown 1996). Approximately 153,000 to 306,000 cubic meters/year) were estimated 
to be lost to Redondo Canyon from both up- and downcoast beaches (Gorsline 1958).” MSRP 
Final RP/EIS/EIR October 2005 3-16 
 
Other points to consider 
 

 The JWPCP 2006-7 report nearshore light at “a site near Portuguese Bend shows a 
small reduction compared with the overall average and other individual sites.” (pg 2.23)  
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 I took three RSG members SCUBA diving in this area and to the south where reef 
structure abundant in large fin fish and crustaceans was demonstrated. Giant kelp was 
also witnessed 0.3 miles offshore in 65ft of water. 

 The area is known for strong currents that bring nutrient rich water into the area much 
like the east end rock quarry on Catalina Island which undoubtedly has sedimentation 
issues as well at times  

 A diver with a reputation for being in the waters of PV over 20hrs a week almost year 
round has also pointed out that   

 “Coastal erosion at PB is a "natural" process and creates some productive 
habitat for species that need sandy bottom for protection and reproduction. I see 
more abalone on the East side then the west.” LADV 

 “Regarding kelp habitat and mortality. When we went through the last El Nino 95-
97? and lost the kelp around PV, one of the few kelp beds that survived was 
located on the south side in the “deep freeze” area. Why did it survive? Probably 
because the water temps run a few degrees colder due to wind and upwelling. 
Temp break or terrifin records show this phenomenon quite well. Additionally, the 
south/east side is not as exposed as the North west side to the swell that comes 
in an El Nino years. Most North west swell passes by and the south swells are 
mostly in the shadow of Catalina Island. So the kelp has less loss due to wave 
action breaking the hold fasts. Just my observations.” LADV 

 

Please address the following questions in the EIR 

1. Please study the environmental impact of the PGL on the near coast marine eco-system.  
Please identify and study the conflicts raised in regard to the influence natural sediment 
plays on the marine ecosystem.   

2. Please identify and compare the environmental effects of natural marine sediment on the 
biological integrity of a marine ecosystem and study how these factors may affect the 
success of an MPA.  

3. Please study the environmental impact to the marine ecosystem of urban based storm 
water pollution and sediment runoff from urban development on the PV peninsula within 
each of the three MPA alternatives.   

4. Please identify whether the building moratoriums in effect from the PBL renderers a long 
term protective effect to the marine ecosystem by eliminating urban based storm water 
pollution. 

5. Please study the environmental impact of coastal runoff remediation by Terrenea resort 
and identify if these measures render a protective effect on the marine ecosystem within 
the heart of the IPA.  

6. Please study the environmental benefit of having 70% of the terrestrial footprint of the 
PV IPA within public parks and the Teranaea resort which remediates all storm water 
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outflow and compare this beneficial effect to the other two PV MPA proposals that have 
terrestrial footprints in urban developed areas without storm water remediation measures 
in effect. 
 

Proximity to a Major Wastewater Outfall System to the IPA 

 The Water Quality Evaluation Methods Document Provision for a ½ mile buffer zone 
near major wastewater ocean outfall discharges would appear unnecessary for the 
LASD after review of the JWPCP 2006-7 reports. It appears that since full secondary 
waste treatment has been in effect, benthic biodiversity has been restored, “the natural 
variability at the reference site is 15-25 times greater than the average difference 
between the outfall zone of initial diffusion and the reference site for pH and dissolved 
oxygen respectively” (pg 2.20) and “temporal analysis of water quality data from the past 
20 years found that natural variability in levels of dissolved oxygen and pH are much 
greater than the small differences observed sporadically between the diluted waste field 
and reference sites”. (JWPCP 2006-7 pg ii). The hydraulic effect of 300 million gallons a 
day of effluent causes it to be elevated away from the sea floor then get trapped below 
the sea surface by thermo cline and water density/salinity. “Daily bacteriological analysis 
of final effluent confirms that bacterial densities are routinely close to or below water 
contact standards even before dilution in the ocean. Average fecal indicator bacteria 
(FIB) levels at inshore sites (9meters) were one to two orders of magnitude lower than at 
shoreline sites.  Offshore sites, located directly above the JWPCP discharge area, had 
the lowest levels of FIB observed during the study period” (JWPCP pg ii)   

 The SAT’s general recommendation for a ½ mile buffer zone should not apply to the 
LACSD outfall due to  

 1. Its inherent structural design (with over 1000yards of diffuser piping at 60 
meters depth) 

 2. Long record of flawless data and adherence to the California ocean plan 
without a single excedance of the NPDES final effluent  numeric limitation during 
the past 8 years 

 3. Full secondary waste treatment that delivers effluent 98% free of suspended 
solids since 2002.  

 Concern over future disposal of concentrated wastewater brines generated from 
water recycling effort appears to be quite speculative since at the present time diffusers 
spaced  along the last 1000 meters of outfall at 50-60 meters depth create an initial 
effluent dilution of 166:1 under zero current. Current at the outfall being 9-15cm/sec 
advects the effluent plume 4-12 km/day (JWPCP 2006-7). It seems that the future 
disposal of denser mixtures will require study under the California Ocean Plan and may 
lead to structural changes such as retrofitting to the diffuser arrays in order to increase 
effluent dilution.  Since the JWPCP has been sampling for over 25 yrs and has shown 
that discharge effects are well below the natural variability for the parameters this case is 
likely overstated.  

 Concern that the present California Ocean Plan does not address emerging 
contaminants such as pharmaceuticals, personal care products and brominated flame-
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retardants is a very alarming.  The LACSD is charged with the Protection of wildlife 
and Habitat over the outfall and surrounding area regardless of where an MPA is 
placed Concerns over emerging contaminants require immediate attention and repair 
from other agencies 

Please address the following questions in the EIR 

1. Please evaluate the ½ mile buffer zone proximity to the PV IPA and whether based 
on the above referenced facts there are any concerns over potential environmental 
impacts with the PV IPA design  (i.e. please study the structural design of the outfall, 
review data collected during ongoing ocean monitoring to form an opinion as to 
whether there exists any REAL environmental impact concerns ) 

2. Please quantify any adverse environmental impacts the LACSD wastewater outfall 
will have on the success of MPA placements in all of the three PV proposals now 
that the facility has undergone full secondary treatment since 2002 with a 
concomitant robust return of fish biodiversity and overall biomass in the region.  

3. Please evaluate the environmental impact of concerns over future disposal of 
concentrated wastewater brines that LACSD have raised and whether the MLPA will 
at all influence the fact that the present California Ocean Plan does not address 
emerging contaminant.  

4. Please identify and discuss how each MPA alternative will affect how the LACSD will 
provide safe ocean resources for all ocean users (i.e will placement of an MPA 
further away from the outfall have a negative effect on the marine environment in 
close proximity to the outfall by reducing the exceedance standards by which the 
outfall is permitted) 

5. Please examine how placement of an MPA further to the north than the IPA may 
adversely affect the marine environment by allowing the LACSD to adhere to less 
stringent water quality standards in the future years. and evaluate the environmental 
impact of habitat degradation outside of an MPA that could result from more lax 
environmental standards for wastewater exceedances resulting from MPA 
placements more remote to the outfall. 

 
Where is the human health impact analysis for displaced anglers?  
 
Displaced Anglers in Palos Verdes will be catching and consuming greater quantities of heavily 
contaminated outlier fish due to any of the proposed MPA’s on the PV peninsula!  Now that a 
county agency (LASD) charged with protecting the public health, has formally submitted a public 
opinion on MPA placement, LACSD is morally if not legally responsible as one of the 
original defendants in the Montrose superfund settlement for providing the Department 
of Fish and Game with a public health impact report for Palos Verdes MPA placements.  
 
  

• In 2002 recreational anglers caught roughly 9 million fish within 3 miles of shore, 
consisting of 120 species and weighing approximately 4,500 metric tons. Barred 
sandbass followed by halibut and kelp bass made up roughly 40 percent of the catch. 
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Other studies have found that in Los Angeles county white croaker, barred sandbass 
and perch are the most frequently caught fish for consumption. 

• “Fishing. Kelp bass, white croaker, and other species of fish collected from numerous 
locations in the study area were carrying concentrations of DDTs in edible tissues that 
exceeded the guidelines and standards set by both federal and state agencies for safe 
consumption. A commercial closure for white croaker and recreational advisories for kelp 
bass, white croaker, black croaker, California scorpion fish, California corbina, 
queenfish, and several species of rockfishes and surfperches had been issued by the 
State of California. This injury represented a loss of natural resource value to the public 
and a per se injury under The CERCLA regulations for damage assessment. The human 
use values of these fish resources, namely the public’s ability to catch and eat clean fish, 
continued to be harmed by the contamination”. MSRP Final RP/EIS/EIR October 2005 
2-15 

• “During the course of the litigation and prior to trial, the governments reached five 
settlements with three sets of defendants:9 two with Potlatch and Simpson , two with 
LACSD and other local governmental entities;10 and one with CBS Corp. (formerly 
Westinghouse)”. MSRP Final RP/EIS/EIR October 2005 

• “After considering the results of the damage assessment efforts, the Trustees 
determined that the following general categories of restoration actions meet the 
provisions of the settlement agreements and the relevant federal rules governing natural 
resource damage assessment and restoration (43 CFR Part 11): 

• Actions that restore the public’s ability to fish for clean fish in the marine waters of   
the SCB. 
• Actions that restore bald eagles and peregrine falcons to the Channel Islands. 
• Actions that compensate the public for interim losses of these resources and 
services, and that restore interim losses of the seabirds and fish for which there is 
evidence of past injuries from exposures to the DDTs and PCBs at issue in this 
case.” MSRP Final RP/EIS/EIR October 2005 

 
Please address the following questions in the EIR 

1. Using best available data please quantify the influence the IPA and the two proposed 
alternatives will have on the demographics of shore and boat based angling on the PV 
peninsula within the scope of environmental injustice. 

2. Please address the fact that the LACSD has a fiduciary responsibility to restore 
recreational fishing opportunities on the PV peninsula and explain how data can be 
submitted to the fish and game commission which identifies a conflict of interest. This 
data should be reviewed by an independent agency that does not have a vested interest 
in any particular alternative nor the ability to manipulate the marine science by 
withholding specific documents. This falls within the scope of an environmental injustice. 

3. Please identify the impact within the scope of environmental justice that any or all the 
MPA alternatives will have on the public’s ability to fish for clean fish. 

4. Please identify within the scope of environmental justice how the MLPA for PV will 
interfere with the Montrose settlement goal of compensation to the public for interim 
losses of these resources and services while the superfund cleanup project proceeds 
over the next decade. 

5. Please include an analysis of the environmental impact that changing the allowed uses 
within each of the three proposals to include the activity of recreational fishing from the 
beach as a way to remediate sustenance fisherman and displaced anglers in the context 
of environmental justice. 
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Comments on specific areas addressed in the DEIR 
 
8.3 LAND USE AND RECREATIONAL RESOURCES 
8.3.3.2 Criteria for Determining Significance 
Appendix G of the State CEQA Guidelines state that the project would have a significant impact 
on land use if it: 
1. Physically divides an established community 
2. Conflicts with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with 
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local 
coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an 
environmental effect 
3. Conflicts with any applicable habitat conservation plan or natural community conservation 
plan 
 
The comments below were submitted by the city of Rancho Palos Verdes to specifically 
address these issues for the IPA and Alternative 3 
 
The City of Rancho Palos Verdes appreciates the opportunity to comment on the Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the above-mentioned project.  We respectfully offer the 
following comments on this initiative:  

The discussion of the proposed addition of the Point Vicente SMCA (page 3-20) notes that the 
proposed regulations would prohibit take of all living marine resources.  Currently, the City’s 
Point Vicente Fishing Access is located within the proposed SMCA.  This 10.5 acre park has a 
long history of recreational fishing which pre-dates the City’s incorporation 37 years ago.  The 
Urban Environment Element – Public Activity Areas section of the City’s General Plan (adopted 
in 1975) identifies this use on page 96: 
 

Point Vicente Fishing Access lies on the ocean side of Palos Verdes Drive South, between 
Point Vicente Lighthouse and Marineland (note: now Terranea Resort).  The fishing access is a 
fully developed 11 acre site which provides access to the shoreline for fishing and scuba diving 
purposes). 

Further, the City’s Coastal Specific Plan (adopted in 1978), which is also the City’s certified 
Local Coastal Plan, states on pages S2-6 and S2-7, as part of the description of Subregion 2 
where the subject park is located: 

The only real access, within this subregion, to the shoreline is located at the fishing access.  
The trail down the bluffs (referred to by local users as “Cardiac Hill”) services divers, fishermen, 
picnickers, beachcombers and sightseers.  Due to the difficultly negotiating the rocky headland, 
which is typical of this area, this access point has only localized impact on the shoreline.  

To further accommodate and enhance the public recreational opportunities at Point Vicente 
Fishing Access, the existing parking lot, restrooms, signage and furnishings were recently 
improved conjunction with the adjacent Terranea Resort, which opened in June 2009.  The 
Palos Verdes Land Conservancy, which manages the City’s 1,400 acre Palos Verdes Nature 
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Preserve (which this property is a part), also recently completed improvements to the beach 
access trail and restoration of the coastal bluff scrub habitat. 

Based on the historical use and recent improvements made to the park, the City of Rancho 
Palos Verdes respectfully requests that recreational shore-based hook and line fishing, as well 
as recreational spear fishing of Pelagic finfish, continue to be allowed from the Point Vicente 
Fishing Access for the continued benefit and enjoyment of the public. 

The proposed replacement of the Abalone Cove SMP with a larger Abalone Cove SMCA (page 
3-21) is supported by the City of Rancho Palos Verdes.  Abalone Cove is a very popular site for 
school tours and docent led hikes to the tide pools.  In particular, prohibiting shore based hook 
and line fishing here will further protect the marine environment and preserve the area for nature 
study and education, which are popular activities at Abalone Cove.  Therefore, the City strongly 
supports increased regulation in this area to protect the delicate tide pool areas and the marine 
life which provide a rich educational experience for the visitors of the Abalone Cove Shoreline 
Park and State Ecological Preserve.  

Again, thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on this important initiative.  If you 
have any questions or need additional information, please feel free to contact me at (310) 544-
5203 or via e-mail at carolynn@rpv.com. 

Sincerely,Carolynn Petru 

Deputy City Manager 

 
8.5.3.3 Environmental Impacts 
 
Criterion HAZ-2: Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment 
through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the 
release of hazardous materials into the environment 
The designation of the marine protected areas (MPAs) would not require the use of 
hazardous materials and there would be no reasonably foreseeable upset or accident 
condition involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment. For an 
evaluation of the proposed Project’s impacts relative to increased chances of marine vessel 
collisions, please refer to Section 8.4 (Vessel Traffic) of this Draft EIR. Because the 
proposed Project would not involve or affect the use of hazardous materials within the SCSR, 
impacts related to any upset and accident conditions would be less than significant. 
 
Criterion HAZ-4: Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous 
materials 
sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
create a 
significant hazard to the public or the environment 
There are areas within the Southern California Bight that have been identified on lists 
compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 as having contaminated sediments. 
Many of these sites are currently undergoing assessment, monitoring and remediation. The 
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designation process of the MPAs has avoided known contaminated sediment areas. MPAs 
could be located in areas where contaminated sediments exist, but have not been identified. 
However, the designation of MPAs would not create a hazard to the public or the 
environment. Therefore there would be no impact. 
 
I disagree with these statements.  The purpose of MPA’s is to increase fish biomass inside of 
the MPA.  Considering that any increased biomass will result in an increased number of 
organisms feeding on lower level organisms which are directly affected by contaminated 
sediment, an increase in biomass will directly result in an increase in legacy contaminants 
entering the more robust food web. This would directly create a increased hazard to the public 
and the environment as higher level organisms (sea birds) exploit the opportunity directly 
created by the project. Please analyze and discuss. 
 
Criterion HAZ-9: Have environmental effects which will result in substantial 
adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly? Pgs 101-103 
As discussed in Section 5.0 of this Draft EIR, adoption of the proposed regulatory changes 
would have the potential to displace existing consumptive uses away from areas where new 
or more stringent take regulations are proposed. Because marine waters in certain portions of 
the SCSR are contaminated to the extent where consuming particular fish or shellfish species 
may be unhealthful, it is possible that commercial or recreational fishing efforts could be 
displaced from an area of acceptable water quality into such contaminated waters…… 
Whether users choose to relocate to an area with equivalent water quality, lower quality, or 
cease engaging in their former consumptive uses cannot be predicted. For the purposes of this 
impact, displacement to areas of lower water quality is of concern only if the reduced water 
quality could result excess contaminant levels in the seafood or ocean vegetables harvested for 
consumption (i.e., result in contaminant levels that would limit the amount of seafood or sea 
vegetables thatcould be safely consumed). The percentage of the entire SCSR that would be 
closed to consumptive uses compared to the area available for consumptive uses is small. Thus 
potential impacts of displacement of uses from open water areas (i.e., areas only accessible by 
boat) would be considered less than significant; users could travel to near-by open water areas 
to obtain the same or similar type of seafood or sea vegetables (kelp). 
I disagree with the statement in bold above. This conclusion is false due to the inherent conflict 
between the MLPA guidelines and consumptive/sustenance ocean users.  MLPA guidelines 
selectively discounted impaired bodies of water from MPA consideration. Therefore only areas 
of ocean with the highest level of water quality and with the propensity for the healthiest marine 
resources available for human consumption were considered.  Considering that every square inch 
of coastline in Los Angeles County undergoes fishing pressure.  Only the no action alternative 
for Los Angeles County would satisfy Criterion HAZ-9.  All other alternatives would have 
incremental effects on human health and they would be directly proportional to the relative size 
of the closure and inversely proportional to the proximity of the MPA to the point source of 
contamination. Therefore for the Palos Verdes area the MPA that would mitigate Criterion HAZ-
9 the most would be adoption of the Abalone Cove SMCA only followed by the  IPA > 
alternative 1 > alternative 3  
 
Environmental Justice 8.6  
 
California law defines environmental justice as “the fair treatment of people of all races, 
cultures and income with respect to the development, adoption, implementation, and 
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enforcement of environmental laws, regulations, and policies” (Government Code Section 
65040.12(e) and Public Resources Code Section 72000). The State of California Resources 
Agency (Resources Agency) has established a policy on environmental justice (Resources 
Agency 2003). This policy applies to all departments, boards, commissions, conservancies, 
and special programs of the Resources Agency including the Commission and the 
Department. The Resources Agency Environmental Justice Policy provides that the fair 
treatment of people of all races, cultures, and income shall be fully considered during the 
planning, decision-making, development and implementation of all Resources Agency 
programs, policies, and activities. 
 
 
Pgs 112-113 http://www.dfg.ca.gov/mlpa/pdfs/impact_sc/section8.pdf 
As discussed in Section 8.6.2.2, the average of combined ethnic groups for all counties 
adjacent to the SCSR is approximately 56.19 percent, which is approximately equal to, 
but slightly less than the state of California as a whole (57.4 percent). Thus, while there 
may be concentrations of ethnic groups in certain areas, the overall ethnic diversity in the 
area is similar to that of the state, and implementation of the proposed Project IPA or its 
alternatives is not expected to disproportionally affect minority groups as the region is 
viewed as a whole. 
This statement is ambiguous and is far too sweeping of a generalization in order to formulate a 
conclusion about the proposed project.  As pointed out in this document and substantiated by the 
Montrose settlement website and the institutional controls enacted by the EPA there is a complex 
user group of ethnic minorities that fish along the palos verdes peninsula these groups will be 
significantly affected in a disproportional way by being denied any shore based angeling.  
Therefore, only the no action alternative for Palos Verdes Peninsula would satisfy 
Government Code Section 65040.12(e) and Public Resources Code Section 72000. All other 
alternatives would have incrementally more effects on the degree of environmental injustice to 
ethnic groups the degree of effect would be directly proportional to the relative coastal footprint 
of the progect and to the directly proportional to the ease of accessibility to the coastline at that 
location and inversely proportional to the proximity of the MPA to the point source of 
contamination. Therefore for the Palos Verdes area the MPA that would mitigate Code Section 
65040.12(e) and Public Resources Code Section 72000 the most would be adoption of the 
Abalone Cove SMCA only followed by the  IPA > alternative 3 > alternative 1.  Allowing fishing 
from shore iside of all MPA’s would also mitigate this problem. 
 
Pg 113  http://www.dfg.ca.gov/mlpa/pdfs/impact_sc/section8.pdf 
As discussed in Section 8.6.2.3, in general these coastal counties enjoy a higher standard 
of living that typically exceeds that of the state of California. The average household 
income for these counties is above that of the state by approximately 39 percent, and the 
poverty rate averaged 11.7 percent as compared to 14.4 percent for the state. Further, the 
average per capita income for these counties was approximately $31,066, slightly greater 
than that of the state ($30,062). Thus, implementation of the proposed Project IPA or 
alternatives is not expected to disproportionally affect low-income groups. 
 
This statement draws an incorrect conclusion, implementation of the proposed Project IPA or 
alternatives is not expected to disproportionally affect low-income groups. The fact that residents 
in coastal communities have a higher standard of living has nothing to do with the standard of 
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living or economic wealth of individuals that come to coastal communities to access the oceans 
bounty.  California law explicitly allows for the unrestricted coastal access to all individuals.  
Economically disadvantaged individuals will almost exclusively engage in both recreational and 
sustenance fishing opportunities from coastal public access points. Therefore, only the no 
action alternative for Palos Verdes Peninsula would not disproportionally affect low-income 
groups. All other alternatives would have incrementally more effect on low-income groups.  The 
degree of effect would be directly proportional to the relative coastal footprint of the project, 
directly proportional to the ease of accessibility to the coastline at that location and inversely 
proportional to the proximity of the MPA to the point source of contamination. Therefore for the 
Palos Verdes area the MPA that would have the least effect  would be adoption of the Abalone 
Cove SMCA only followed by the  IPA > alternative 3 > alternative 1.  Allowing fishing from 
shore inside of all MPA’s would also mitigate this problem. 
 
 
Specific comments on PV proposal 1 
 Please evaluate the Powerpoint  
Presentation 
http://www.keeprockypointopen.com/Poor%20feasibility%20of%20palos%20verdes%20proposa
l%20brtf%20.pdf 
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Please address the following additional questions 

1. Please evaluate the environmental impact of an MPA with a costal footprint well below 
preferred size. 

2. Please Evaluate the environmental benefit of an MPA that cuts through 2 of the 3 major 
kelp beds and it’s intended benefit of protecting large breeding fish species 

 
External Peer review 
 
The MLPA mandates that an external peer review process be established, and allows use of the 
process identified in Section 7062 of the Marine Life Management Act “to the extent 
practicable.” (Section 2858.) Section 7062(a) allows for submission to peer review of documents 
“that include, but are not limited to [marine living resources management documents].” 
However, such submissions are discretionary. 
Also, it is important to understand that the charge of the peer review entity is not 
to authenticate the data presented to them, but to evaluate the scientific methodology 
employed and the factual plausibility of the conclusions that can be drawn there from. 
More importantly, the peer review entity is not expected to approve, disapprove, or 
comment on the wisdom of those conclusions. This must be so, because reasonable 
people can in good faith arrive at different conclusions using the same data and 
methodology. In that regard, the Department undertook such a peer review during prior 
iterations of the CEQA EIR 
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I formally request that such a review occur again to specifically address the question whether 
external data submissions by the LACSD were indeed unbiased and represent a complete set 
of all helpful data in the analysis of marine ecosystems on the PV peninsula. 
 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on the EIR for the MLPA south coast region 
 
I can be reached by phone at 310 529-8663  
or by e-mail at jfarlo@msn.com 
         
Sincerely 
Joseph N Farlo MD 
 
 
Dept. of Anesthesia and Pediatrics 
Torrance Memorial Medical Center 
3330 Lomita Blvd. 
Torrance, CA 90505 
Vice President LA Fathomiers 
Founding Member Watermen’s Alliance 
         
 
         
 

 

 
 
 
 
REFERANCES  
 
The Joint Water Pollution Control Plant Biennial Receiving water monitoring report for 2006-2007 
http://www.keeprockypointopen.com/index_files/JWPCP.pdf 
 
Montrose Settlements Restoration Program Final Restoration Plan Programmatic Environmental Impact 
Statement/ Environmental Impact Report Oct 2005 Natural Resource Trustees 
http://www.darrp.noaa.gov/southwest/montrose/pdf/mon-2385.pdf 
 
2002-2004 SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA COASTAL MARINE FISH CONTAMINANTS SURVEY 
http://www.epa.gov/region09/superfund/pvshelf/pdf/montrose_report.pdf 
 
Age and growth of white croaker (Genyonemus lineatus) off Palos Verdes and Dana Point, California 
Shelly Moore 
http://www.keeprockypointopen.com/index_files/white%20croaker%20not%20affected%20by%20DDT.
pdf 
 
[USEPA] United States Environmental Protection Agency. 2003. Final ecological risk assessment for the 
Palos Verdes shelf. Prepared by CH2M Hill, Inc. Sacramento, CA. 
http://www.keeprockypointopen.com/index_files/ecological%20risk%20assesment%20PVshelf.pdf 
 
Office of Environmental Health Hazard Assessment California Sport Fish Consumption Advisories 

74

http://www.keeprockypointopen.com/index_files/JWPCP.pdf�
http://www.darrp.noaa.gov/southwest/montrose/pdf/mon-2385.pdf�
http://www.epa.gov/region09/superfund/pvshelf/pdf/montrose_report.pdf�
http://www.keeprockypointopen.com/index_files/white%20croaker%20not%20affected%20by%20DDT.pdf�
http://www.keeprockypointopen.com/index_files/white%20croaker%20not%20affected%20by%20DDT.pdf�
http://www.keeprockypointopen.com/index_files/ecological%20risk%20assesment%20PVshelf.pdf�
Sarah
Line

Sarah
Text Box
A76_ii-38



http://www.oehha.ca.gov/fish/general/99fish.html 
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08.pdf?sequence=1 
 
Fish Contamination and Education Collaborative (FCEC)  
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Pesticide Action Network North America 
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http://www.epa.gov/history/topics/epa/15c.htm 
 
Health Effects of PCB’s  
http://www.epa.gov/osw/hazard/tsd/pcbs/pubs/effects.htm 
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T0= north PV                 T4= outfall 
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Ocean Fish Contamination Survey conducted by EPA superfund map key and 
tabular data for Palos Verdes 
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SOUTH COAST MARINE PROTECTED AREAS PROJECT 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 

P:\28907149 RLFF South Coast MPA EIR\600 DLVR\601 - URS Prepared\__FEIR 11-2010\`Vol 4` Comments and Responses\Responses\06_Individual Responses Compiled.doc 109 

 

Responses to Comment Letter A76_ii 

Response to Comment A76_ii-1: The commenter asserts that displacement of 
fishing activities to the LA breakwall or even to areas adjacent to the proposed Point Vicente 
SMCA and the Proposed Abalone Cove SMCA would result in consumption by fishermen of 
more contaminated fish than would have occurred had the fishermen been allowed to 
continue fishing within the proposed MPAs. The Commission agrees that for those fishermen 
who had fished in the proposed MPA areas may have to conduct these activities elsewhere 
and possibly in areas adjacent to the MPA. As has been noted, not all recreationally caught 
species have the same body loads of chemicals of concern. Testing of contaminant levels of 
fish both within and without the proposed MPAs was not presented by the district to 
substantiate their assertion that fishermen displaced to areas adjacent to the proposed MPAs 
would catch fish with greater body loads of contaminants. Nevertheless, the State of 
California has done testing of fish tissues and has advised fishermen not to consume 
unhealthful amounts of the contaminated fish located on the Palos Verdes Headlands (See 
figure 6-13, and OEHHA 2009). The proposed Project IPA does not affect the baseline levels 
of contamination, nor does it affect the amounts of contaminated fish that fishermen may 
consume. The OEHHA advisories list the amounts of fish that could safely be consumed for 
all areas of the SCSR coastline. Both the areas inside and outside of the proposed SMCA as 
well as the entire Palos Verdes headland are subject to the same consumption advisories. 
Displacement between areas along this headland will not result in increased risk of 
unhealthful consumption due to identical fish advisories being present over the entire PV 
headland area. Also, should fishermen choose to fish in areas outside of the Palos Verdes 
headland, this displacement would result in a net reduction in consumption risk to those 
fishermen who choose to eat what they catch. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-2: Comment noted. For information regarding the 
Commission’s use of scientific information in the MLPA process, please see Master 
Response 2. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-3: Commented noted. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-4: The California Office of Environmental Health 
Hazard Assessment is the lead agency on issuing the fish consumption advisory warnings. It 
is not in the scope of this CEQA analysis to re-examine datasets used by another agencies, as 
the public’s trust is bestowed in those agencies to ensure that accurate datasets are 
represented when they provide health advisories to the public. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-5: For aspects of the comment pertaining to 
environmental justice, see Master Response 6. 
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Response to Comment A76_ii-6: For aspects of the comment pertaining to 
environmental justice, see Master Response 6. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-7: The emplacement of Marine Protected Areas only 
affects use – not access – to the marine resources being protected. 

For aspects of the comment pertaining to environmental justice, see Master Response 6. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-8: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-9: This comment is relevant to the issue of MPA 
network design and function, and the impacts of the existing environment on the proposed 
Project are not subject to CEQA review. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-10: These analyses were already performed during 
the design and planning process. Please refer to the Department’s website to find those 
analyses. CEQA analysis is intended to report the environmental impacts of the proposed 
Project.  

Response to Comment A76_ii-11: These comments should be directed at the EPA 
during their remediation process. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-12: Discussion of PBL has been added to the Final 
EIR under section 6.3.2.2.3 

Response to Comment A76_ii-13: Discussion of PBL has been added to the Final 
EIR under section 6.3.2.2.3 

Response to Comment A76_ii-14: CEQA analysis is intended to report the 
environmental impacts of the proposed Project and not the impact the environment has on the 
proposed Project.  

Response to Comment A76_ii-15: CEQA analysis is intended to report the 
environmental impacts of the proposed Project and not the impact the environment has on the 
proposed Project.  

Response to Comment A76_ii-16: CEQA analysis is intended to report the 
environmental impacts of the proposed Project and not the impact the environment has on the 
proposed Project.  

Response to Comment A76_ii-17: CEQA analysis is intended to report the 
environmental impacts of the proposed Project and not the impact the environment has on the 
proposed Project.  
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Response to Comment A76_ii-18: CEQA analysis is intended to report the 
environmental impacts of the proposed Project and not the impact the environment has on the 
proposed Project.  

Response to Comment A76_ii-19: Comment will be addressed in A76_ii-20 through 
A76_ii-24. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-20: The SAT drafted water quality guidance for MPA 
placement during the planning and design phase. Guidance provided to the stakeholders, the 
BRTF and the Commission was crafted by experts who used their best professional judgment 
in crafting the guidance. The SAT also evaluated the MPAs designed by the stakeholders 
during the planning phase, and these evaluations can be found on the Department’s website. 
This comment is relevant to the issue of MPA network design and function and the impacts 
of the existing environment on the proposed Project are not subject to CEQA review. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-21: CEQA analysis is intended to report the 
environmental impacts of the proposed Project and not the impact the environment has on the 
proposed Project.  

Response to Comment A76_ii-22: CEQA does not require an evaluation of 
speculative future project. Additionally, the actions under the MLPA are under the authority 
of the Fish and Game Commission, and the commenter should address his concern about the 
Ocean Plan with the correct agency, the State Water Resources Control Board. Also see 
response to Comment A92_i-7. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-23: See response to Comment A92_i-7. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-24: The LACSD is subject to the water quality 
standards within the Ocean Plan and within their NPDES Permits. Neither one of these is 
under the jurisdiction of the Fish and Game Commission, and the commenter should refer his 
comments to the State and Regional Water Boards. Also see response to Comment A76_ii-
23. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-25: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-26: See Master Response 6. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-27: The CEQA analysis focuses on the proposed 
Project, and it would not be appropriate for the EIR to comment off subject on other 
agencies’ concerns. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-28: The argument that low-income and minority 
groups would be exposed to a greater human health risks if MPAs increase the number of 
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contaminated fish ignores the fact that the take of fish is restricted by bag limits. See Master 
Response 6. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-29: Any MPAs designated along the Palos Verdes 
Peninsula are not expected to interfere with the remedial actions taking place by the EPA 
(see section 8.5.2.2 in Final EIR). The Commission has also not received any comments from 
the EPA regarding concerns over their ability to continue their remedial action plan. 
Additional information regarding the EPA’s remedial action plan has been added to the Final 
EIR under section 8.5.2.2. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-30: As defined by CEQA, the Draft EIR is an 
informational document intended to inform public agency decision-makers and the public 
generally of the significant environmental effect of a project, possible ways to minimize 
significant effects, and reasonable alternatives to the proposed Project. It is not necessary for 
the Draft EIR to analyze possible implementation of allowing additional uses at the MPAs 
off the Palos Verdes Peninsula because it is not part of the proposed Project or any of the 
alternatives identified by the lengthy design process. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-31: Please see responses to the City of Palos Verdes 
comments (A01_ii-1, A01_ii-2). 

Response to Comment A76_ii-32: The commenter’s assertion about Criterion HAZ-
2 requiring further analysis is not accurate as the proposed Project does not use any 
hazardous waste. The Criterion HAZ-2 in the Final EIR has been amended to reflect the 
MPAs that are located on the Palos Verdes Shelf Superfund Site. 

While an increase of unknown proportions in the biomass and fish abundance is expected to 
occur within the MPAs (specifically the Point Vicente SMCA and the Abalone Cove SMCA) 
closest to the Superfund Site off the Palos Verdes Peninsula, this increase is not expected to 
be significant enough to create a hazard to the environment or the public. Bioeconomic 
modeling by the SAT, which simulates predicted species abundance and fishery yields, for 
these two MPAs indicates that the Point Vicente SMCA and the Abalone Cove SMCA are 
one of the lowest performing MPAs in the network (Report to the California Fish and Game 
Commission: Bioeconomic model evaluations of revised third round SCRSG MPA proposals 
and MLPA Integrated Preferred Alternative marine protected proposal for the South Coast 
Study Region, December 8, 2009). This indicates that the productivity of these two MPAs 
will not be high enough to significantly increase the output of fish migrating out of these 
MPAs and inhabiting nearby fishing grounds with contaminated fish in significantly greater 
numbers than already exist. As previously mentioned, the largest contamination concern on 
the Palos Verdes Shelf lies west of the Vicente SMCA and the Abalone Cove SMCA, where 
remediation work is ongoing to mitigate the impacts from the Superfund Site. Even if one 
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were to assume a high productivity from these two MPAs, it would be difficult to determine 
whether contaminated fish caught by fishermen are coming from the MPAs or from adjacent 
and more heavily contaminated areas on the Palos Verdes Shelf. Additionally, any increase 
in fish availability by these MPAs would still be restricted to the daily bag limits and the fish 
consumption advisory warnings which are in effect from Ventura Harbor to San Mateo Point. 

While a large majority of the area within the proposed MPAs contains fish and invertebrate 
communities at reference levels, there is still is a concern for the legacy contaminants 
bioaccumulating throughout the food web which could affect higher trophic species, 
specifically birds and marine mammals. However, regardless of any assumed increase in 
biomass availability to marine mammals and birds from an MPA located within a Superfund 
site, the benefits gained to the marine ecosystem from creating a network of MPAs in 
southern California should overshadow any localized impacts the Superfund site may 
contribute to Palos Verdes Shelf MPAs. This is because a strong network of MPAs is 
expected to improve the health and abundance of the marine resources in southern California. 
In fact, the Montrose Settlement Restoration Program stated that an increase in marine 
protection at the Northern Channel Islands could benefit eagles foraging along the coastlines 
of the Channel Islands by shifting their foraging habitats to areas away from the Palos Verdes 
Peninsula to areas with cleaner and more abundant fish (See Section 8.5.2.2). This effect may 
increase the proportion of fish in the diet versus marine mammal carcasses (See Section 
8.5.2.2). Additionally, other MPA locations along the mainland coast can offer additional 
cleaner foraging areas for sea birds that can be vulnerable to bioaccumulation effects from 
contaminated sediments. This newly created MPA network would serve as an overall net 
benefit to the marine ecosystem, in which the proposed MPAs located on the Palos Verdes 
Shelf could play a key role in contributing towards larval transport to other MPAs for certain 
key marine communities.  

Response to Comment A76_ii-33: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-34: The emplacement of Marine Protected Areas only 
affects use – not access – to the marine resources being protected. A low-income or minority 
person on a boat enjoys the same degree of access as everyone else. Having to transit a State 
Marine Reserve in order to fish may be an inconvenience and may impose higher 
transportation costs, but those considerations are not properly considered by CEQA. To the 
extent that shore-based fishing is affected, a similar result is obtained. A low-income or 
minority person may be indeed be inconvenienced and may have to incur slightly more 
transportation costs to locate to another shore-based fishing site, but there is nothing in the 
record to suggest that this results in a new, significant adverse environmental impact. For a 
complete discussion of environmental justice, see Master Response 6. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-35: See Response to Comment A76_ii-34. For 
aspects of the comment pertaining to environmental justice, see Master Response 6. 
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Response to Comment A76_ii-36: This activity occurred during the design phase 
and is relevant to the issue of MPA network design and function, which are not subject to 
CEQA review. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-37: This activity occurred during the design phase 
and is relevant to the issue of MPA network design and function, which are not subject to 
CEQA review. 

Response to Comment A76_ii-38: Comment noted. See Master Response 2. 

92



Angie Im - MLPA CEQA Comments 

  
 
Please find attached my comments on the proposed South Coast MLPA DEIR. 
 
-Justin Schlaefli 

From:    <jpschlaefli@aol.com>
To:    <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
Date:    10/19/2010 4:40 PM
Subject:    MLPA CEQA Comments
Attachments:   AR-M620N_20101019_161234.pdf

Page 1 of 1

11/3/2010file://C:\Documents and Settings\AIM\Local Settings\Temp\XPgrpwise\4CBDCA01DOM...

93

AIM
Text Box
Letter A82_i



94



SOUTH COAST MARINE PROTECTED AREAS PROJECT 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 

P:\28907149 RLFF South Coast MPA EIR\600 DLVR\601 - URS Prepared\__FEIR 11-2010\`Vol 4` Comments and Responses\Responses\06_Individual Responses Compiled.doc 107 

 

Responses to Comment Letter A82_i 

Response to Comment A82_i: This email serves to notify the Commission of a forthcoming 
letter from the same commenter, and does not comment on the content or adequacy of the 
Draft EIR. Comment noted. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A82_ii 

Response to Comment A82_ii-1: The comment asserts that the Draft EIR contains 
deficiencies, and that the commenter’s scoping comments were ignored. The comment serves 
to introduce the more detailed comments that follow, and does not specifically identify any 
of the alleged deficiencies in the Draft EIR or any scoping comments that were ignored. 
Thus, a detailed response is not possible. Oral and written scoping comments were 
considered during preparation of the Draft EIR. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-2: The comment requests that additional projects be 
considered in the Draft EIR. The cumulative impacts discussion in the Draft EIRs is guided 
by the standards of practicality and reasonableness; it focuses on the cumulative impact to 
which the identified other projects contribute rather than the attributes of other projects 
which do not contribute to the cumulative impact (CEQA Guidelines section 15130(b)). 
Because of this, and because of the very large geographic extent of the SCSR, the list of past, 
present, and probable future projects considered in this section is not exhaustive, but instead 
focuses on the most prominent projects in the SCSR. 

Upon review, the Port of San Diego Commercial Fisheries Revitalization Plan does 
not identify any physical changes to the environment; however it does refer to a future 
implementation report not available at the time of this writing. Based on the currently 
available information, inclusion of this Plan’s future projects would be speculative at best. 
CEQA does not require consideration of projects yet to be planned. Military projects within 
the SCSR are considered in the cumulative analysis. Information about projects in Mexico 
was not readily available, so potential cumulative impacts were not considered. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-3: The Commission disagrees. The comment 
indicates that the proposed Project is being improperly segmented. There is no requirement in 
CEQA or the MLPA that prohibits the Commission from implementing the MLPA in a 
regional manner. Further, the MLPA expressly addresses the concepts of “regions” and 
“networks” [FGC Sections 2852(b), 2853(b)(6)], expressly authorizes regional networks 
[FGC Section 2856(a)(2)(D)], contemplates multiple networks [FGC Section 2857(c )], and 
the phasing in of MPAs, which is consistent with a regional approach [FGC Section 2857(e)]. 
The Marine Managed Area Improvement Act also contemplates “networks of sites” (Public 
Resources Code Section 36870). See Master Response 7. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-4: See response to Comment A89_ii-18(j). As the 
response states, the locations of the MPAs were chosen in part to avoid the most productive 
recreational fishing areas, and instead were placed on less productive areas at greater 
distances from harbors. Therefore, it is counterintuitive to assume that a recreational 
fisherman would choose to travel a greater distance to reach a less productive fishing area. 
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This is why the Draft EIR analysis is reasonable in assuming little or no change in trip 
distances chosen by recreational vessels. This same logic can be applied to land-based 
vehicle traffic as it pertains to travel to fishing sites. See also response to Comment A95_ii-
64. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-5: This comment questions the Draft EIR conclusions 
regarding potential effects on marine vessel traffic. The comment cites statements from the 
Draft EIR that presume the project will have an effect on some commercial fishing vessels 
that may travel greater distances in response to the proposed MPAs. Then the comment cites 
one of the criteria for determining significance for vessel traffic effects if the project would 
“…result in disruption of existing vessel traffic patterns and marine navigation.” Both 
statements cited by the comment are in the Draft EIR. The comment obviously equates any 
alteration in the travel by any fishing vessel with a disruption of existing vessel traffic 
patterns; the Draft EIR does not agree with this interpretation. While CEQA and the 
significance criteria derived from the CEQA Guidelines do not provide direction on exactly 
how much of a change is necessary to be interpreted as a disruption in traffic patterns, there 
is a common sense direction in the fundamental definition of “impact” in CEQA. The CEQA 
Guidelines (13 CCR 15382) define a “significant effect on the environment” as: 

…a substantial, or potentially substantial, adverse change in any of the physical 
conditions within the area affected by the project…. 

In the context of marine navigation, any minor adjustments in commercial fishing trip 
distances that might be associated with the MPAs will not be substantial enough to disrupt 
traffic patterns. The discussion under Criterion VT-1 makes it clear that the vast majority of 
state waters would remain open to commercial fishing, and the proposed MPAs do not 
restrict vessel travel. In the Draft EIR Section 6.1 on Air Quality, it is noted that the majority 
of commercial fishing trips will not be affected at all, and of those that might be affected the 
range of increased travel distances is between 0 and 5 miles, with most values closer to one 
mile. Thus, the effect is not considered to be “substantial” in the common use of the word, 
and the Draft EIR concludes that the “…disruption of existing vessel traffic patterns…” 
would be less than significant. While the comment disagrees with this conclusion, it does not 
provide any additional information, evidence, or explanation to support its contention. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-6: This comment argues that the Draft EIR must 
address effects on future vessel traffic, with the implication that future marine vessel traffic 
will be much greater and will be concentrated to the point of congestion. Table 8.4-3 
provides data for 1990 and 2007 indicating an increase in the number of registered vessels 
throughout the SCSR. The Draft EIR discussion also reviews the federal and state regulations 
and programs that regulate and control marine vessel traffic. Congestion, to the extent that it 
occurs, is generally associated with the entrances to major ports and harbors. Nothing in the 
proposed Project IPA would restrict or alter the movement of boats in these areas or over the 
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proposed MPAs. Any small changes in travel by a minority of commercial fishing vessels 
that might be affected by the project would still have to be in accordance with marine 
navigation rules and practices. The project would have no significant effect on the growth or 
movement of future marine vessel traffic. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-7: This comment repeats earlier concerns from 
comments A82_ii-5 and A82_ii-6, with more description. Essentially, the comment argues 
that because the project will greatly diminish the high quality areas used by fishermen, a 
large number of vessels will be displaced and forced to use a much smaller number of 
remaining fishing areas, and the effect will be a high concentration and congestion of vessels 
in these remaining areas. There are two lines of evidence that indicate this comment is at 
least an exaggeration, if not in complete error. The commercial fishing records reviewed as 
part of the air quality analysis show a reduction, but not complete cessation, of activity in 
fishing blocks adjacent to high quality habitat. The same data show that most commercial 
activity will not be affected at all. Second, in the discussion related to recreational fishing 
(see Master Response 10, and Response A89_ii-18(j)) the general intent of locating the 
MPAs away from the most productive recreational fisheries is also documented. Taken 
together, these two facts imply that there will not be an extreme shift in activity by the 
majority of commercial or recreational fishing vessels. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-8: This comment repeats the same issue addressed by 
Comments and Responses A82_ii-5, A82_ii6, and A82_ii7 above. See response to Comment 
A20_iii-1 and Master Response 10. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-9: This comment repeats the same concerns raised in 
the previous comments, but with an emphasis on parking at port and marine facilities. As 
discussed above, the project will have very little effect on commercial fishing vessel 
behavior, less and likely offsetting effects on recreational fishing vessel behavior, no effect 
on non-consumptive marine vessel behavior, and no effect on terrestrial facilities to support 
marine vessels. The effects on parking demand at these latter facilities will not be significant. 
See also response to Comment A95_ii-63. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-10: This comment argues that a noise analysis is 
necessary to address noise impacts caused by vehicle traffic. It is not clear in the comment, 
but apparently the concern is related to noise from terrestrial vehicles as fishermen would be 
displaced from their original intended point of origin to some other marina or shore-based 
point by the project. None of the discussions in the Draft EIR argue that there will be no 
change at all, just that the changes in the vessel trip lengths or numbers of all trips will be 
relatively small when compared to the overall numbers that occur. By the highest estimates, 
no more than 20 percent of areas or numbers of commercial fishing events will be affected. 
The fraction for recreational trips is less than that, and would not necessarily include an 
alteration of boat launch location or marina use. Noise levels change as a logarithmic 
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function of traffic volumes, such that relatively minor changes in traffic volumes have no 
effect on overall noise levels. For example, even if traffic values increased by 20 percent, the 
corresponding increase in noise levels would be about 0.8 decibels, which would be 
indiscernible in normal outdoor environments and would not be considered a significant 
impact. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-11: This comment suggests that the increased 
congestion caused by alteration of commercial and recreational fishing vessel traffic will 
pose a safety hazard to swimmers, surfers, paddle board users, and other non-consumptive 
recreational marine users. The issue of vessel congestion is addressed in Comments and 
Responses A82_ii-5, 6, and 7 above. Significant congestion, as suggested in the comment, is 
not expected. There is no reason to suggest that any displacement of commercial or 
recreational fishing activity would be concentrated towards the nearshore areas frequented by 
the recreational users identified. All marine vessels remain subject to navigational and 
boating regulations. The project will cause no change in the safety environment for users in 
the near shore areas. For a detailed discussion of displacement, see response to Comment 
A20_iii-1. 

Response to Comment A82_ii-12: The entire project, and the analysis in the Draft 
EIR, does not involve design, construction, evaluation of standards compliance, or other 
procedural requirements for which professional registration or license is required. 
Furthermore, CEQA specifically notes that professional license or registration is not required 
for the preparation of EIRs or CEQA documents (13 CCR 15149(b). See also Master 
Response 2. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A83_ii 

Response to Comment A83_ii-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble 
of this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-2: See Master Response 6. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-3: See Master Response 6. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-4: See Master Response 6. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-5: See Master Response 6. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-6: See Master Response 6. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-7: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-8: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-9: Comment noted. Comments suggesting changes to 
the proposed MPA network, rather than resulting environmental impacts of such changes, are 
addressed through the public comment and review period of the Initial Statement of Reasons 
for Regulatory Action, proposed for adoption December 15, 2010. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment A83_ii-10: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter A93_iii 

Response to Comment A93_iii-1: Comment noted. See Master Response 6. 
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University of Washington 
Seattle, WA 98195-5020 U.S.A. 

 
School of Aquatic and  Fishery Sciences, Box 355020                                                                     

(206) 543-3587 
                                                                                       FAX  (206) 685-7471 

email rayh@u.washington.edu 

14 October, 2010 

 
MLPA South Coast CEQA 
Department of Fish and Game 
4665 Lampson, Suite C 
Los Alamitos, CA 90720 
 

Re:   Draft Environmental Impact Report 
California Marine Life Protection Act Initiative 
South Coast Marine Protected Areas Project 
South Coast Study Region 
MLPA CEQA Comments 

Dear Sirs: 

I wish to provide comment on the DEIR for the South Coast MPA Project.  I am a Professor of 
Fisheries and Aquatic Sciences at the University of Washington.  I have published over 200 peer 
reviewed articles and several books on marine fisheries.  I have received the Volvo 
Environmental Prize, the American Fisheries Societies Award of Excellence,  and the American 
Institute of Fisheries Research Biologists Outstanding Achievement Award.    I am a Fellow of 
the Washington Academy of Sciences, the Royal Society of Canada and the American Academy 
of Arts and Sciences.  I served on the MLPA Science Advisory Team for the North Central and 
South coasts.  A copy of my curriculum vitae is attached to the end of this letter. 

There are several general areas of deficiency in the DEIR assessment that I feel need to be 
addressed. 

Enforcement.   

Marine Protected Areas only provide benefits when enforcement is adequate.  Most of the MPAs 
in the world have failed to achieve their objectives because they were not enforced.  In a study of 
1,306 MPAs (Kelleher, et al., 1995) the majority (68%) failed to meet their management 
objectives, an observation that has been made by others (Jameson et al., 2002; McClanahan, 
1999). This is so even for habitat types where MPAs have had their greatest successes, e.g. coral 
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reefs (Mora, et al., 2006). Therefore setting up an MPA, in and of itself, can not be considered a 
‘success’.  Further, a recent global assessment of coral reef MPAs found that poaching 
(unauthorized fishing) was only considered to be absent in <10% of the MPAs (Mora, et al., 
2006). This indicates that non-compliance is significant global problem for MPA management, 
and ultimately MPA success. 

The DEIR does not evaluate and provide an estimate of the magnitude, type and cost of 
additional enforcement resources needed to make the MPA designations in the Integrated 
Preferred Alternative (IPA) effective in practice.  The DEIR also fails to demonstrate, or even 
say, that the necessary enforcement resources, whatever they are, will be brought to bear if the 
IPA is adopted.  Given the fact that enforcement resources in California are already stretched 
thin and are inadequate to meet current needs, the only logical conclusion is that the closures will 
not be adequately enforced.  The CDF&G wardens have publically expressed concern about their 
inability to do their job with existing reserves and the proposed project only compounds this 
problem. 

The DEIR assumes that there is 100% compliance with the reserves.  If this assumption is not 
true, then the MPA designation will not have the habitat and species protection benefits that are 
expected from it (Sethi and Hilborn 2008) .  Sethi and Hilborn showed that the biodiversity 
benefits of MPAS could be completely lost due to poaching.  The DEIR makes no mention of the 
possibility of benefits being diminished due to poaching.   

Undeterred poaching can encourage lawless behavior among those who might otherwise refrain 
from it, resulting in a further erosion, or complete loss, of whatever benefits may have flowed 
from the MPA designation.  The lawless behavior invited by an inability to enforce the 
restrictions imposed by the new or expanded MPAs could also spill over into violations of 
restrictions in existing MPAs or other fishery regulations.  If people fish illegally inside of MPAs 
and are seen to do so without consequence, the overall compliance with Fish and Game laws 
could be diminished. 

The fact of diminished benefits of MPAs due to poaching affects the validity of the DEIR's 
analysis wherever it relies on the assumption of full benefit from the MPAs.  Examples include: 
(a) The analysis of biological impacts, which concludes that "the positive effects of reserves on 
abundance appear to surmount any potential negative effects of displacement or concentration of 
boats around reserves."  (DEIR, p. 7-68.)  A lack of adequate enforcement means that the 
positive effects of reserves are significantly overstated; thus the conclusion that the positive 
effects of reserves outweigh the negative impacts on marine habitat or abundance on 
displacement is not justified.  (b) The comparison of the IPA to alternatives in section 10, 
particular the comparison to Alternative 2, pp. 10.3-19 -24, is invalid because it assumes that the 
benefits to biological resources of the IPA will be fully realized when that may well not the case.  
Without these supposed benefits, it appears that Alternative 2, which admittedly meets the goals 
and objectives of the MLPA (else it wouldn't have been discussed at all in the DEIR), is the 
environmental superior alternative. 

The scientific literature clearly shows that MPA success depends critically on local support.  
Given the scarce resources of the Fish and Game wardens,  local acceptance of MPAs is critical 
to compliance.  There is obviously considerable opposition to the IPA from consumptive users – 
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the local support is simply not there.  This problem will be particularly acute in the mainland 
reserves where large human populations are often adjacent to newly proposed reserves.  In the 
existing Channel islands reserves, those who choose to fish in this area have already chosen to 
travel there from the mainland, and they can just as easily go to a non-reserve area.  This will not 
be the case on the mainland, where reasonably sedentary fishermen may be displaced and have 
few alternatives.  Those who have small boats, those who rely on public transport for shore-
based fishing, etc. will be sorely tempted to fish in their traditional spots rather than moving to 
other sites when they know that they can do so with impunity. 

These issues will be particularly acute in SMCAs, where some forms of fishing will be allowed, 
and use of illegal gears, or the public perception that some people are using illegal gears, may 
undermine the overall authority of officials.  One should not forget that if the abundance of key 
species does build up inside of reserves, then they will be a very tempting target for 
unscrupulous fishermen and, for high value species, criminal elements. 

Nothing in the DEIR discusses the effectiveness of the enforcement or the amount of 
enforcement per unit area and how that will change as the new reserves are implemented.  
NOAA monitors commercial fishing over a much wider area, but they have a much smaller fleet 
to monitor, and many of the vessels now carry VMS (Satellite recording systems).  The MLPA 
will primarily affect recreational fishermen and small boat commercial fishermen. 

Fisheries Displacement 

Magnitude of displaced effort. 

  

The DEIR very naively assumes that displaced fishing effort will aggregate on the edges of 
reserves.  This simplistic assumption can only be valid if three conditions are met:  (1) all 
habitats are the same, (2) movement of legal sized fish is diffusive and (3) stocks outside of 
reserves are so overfished that by far the best opportunities for fishing are on the edges of 
reserves.  None of these conditions are likely to be met – in many cases the boundaries of IPA 
reserves are close to habitat edges, and there is not continuous habitat inside and outside of 
reserves.  The assumption than any displaced effort will relocate to the perimeter of an MPA 
cannot be justified unless there is evidence that there is an abundance of fish at the perimeter.  
Although it is admitted in the DEIR that the locations of popular fishing areas is known to DFG, 
the DEIR does not even attempt to consider whether there is reason to believe that MPA 
perimeters offer a reasonable alternative.  Tagging studies of most fish species show that many 
individuals undergo significant movements, while others move very little – not diffusive at all.  
Finally it is the responsibility of Fish and Game to manage the fishery so that it is not 
overexploited outside of reserves.  In the South Coast there are numerous identified hot spots, 
where a high proportion of fishing effort occurs.  The most likely displacement scenario is that 
much of the fishing effort that is not lost altogether due to closures will move from the hot spots 
that will be closed under the IPA to other hot spots.  This will cause a chain reaction, where more 
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mobile fishermen that previously fished at these hot spots not in MPAs will move to other areas.  
This chain reaction effect – known as secondary displacement - has been seen in all models of 
fleet movements in MPAs (Hilborn et al. 2006) and in essentially all studies of the dynamics of 
fishing fleets.  All of the DEIR's analyses, however, assume that displacement will be confined 
to MPA perimeters.  Even if one assumed, without justification, that the initial reaction to 
closures is to fish the perimeters of MPAs, this chain reaction totally invalidates the DEIR 
assumptions of displacement and its impact on abundance outside of reserves, air pollution etc.  

Biological Impact 

The major concern associated with MPAS and displaced effort is that the effort displaced does 
more damage than the benefits derived from displacement.  This was illustrated in a study of a 
closed area in the North Sea where a closure to protect cod had very negative impacts on some 
other species (Rijnsdorp et al. 1996).  The DEIR  ignores this type of problem and does a very 
inadequate review of the literature on this point.  Essentially the authors pick a few examples of 
how MPA establishment has not led to depletion due to displaced effort, but ignore the contrary 
literature.  For instanc,e the DEIR cites the Roberts et al. (2001) paper as showing benefits from 
MPAS outside reserves in the Caribbean but fails to note the critique that I (Hilborn 2001) 
published of the example.  The data presented in Roberts et al. (2001) showed abundance 
increasing outside of the reserve in the first year after creation of the reserves, a phenomenon 
that is clearly biologically impossible.  Roberts has not, to my knowledge, published a follow up 
to the initial study to show that the benefits he claimed outside of reserves were maintained. 

The EIR also ignores the fact that many species decline in abundance when reserves are put in 
place – this is shown clearly in the initial follow up studies from the Channel Islands.  The EIR  
paints a picture that everything increases.  Hamilton et al. (2010) showed that the density of 
targeted species outside of reserves declined in the Channel Islands by about as much the density 
increased inside reserves.  This is shown in the graph taken from that paper.   
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Given that there is more area outside of reserves than inside the net effect of the reserves would 
be to have a lower total abundance of the target species.  The DEIR simply never discusses this 
observation or even the possibility that it could occur. 

Depleted, depressed and overfished species 

A prime impetus for the MLPA was concern about the status of demersal species, especially 
rockfish off of California.  There is management concern regarding a range of species, including 
those listed in the “species likely to benefit” of bocaccio, cowcod, and cabezon.  What the DEIR 
fails to discuss is that the abundance of these species is primarily in Federal waters, where large 
scale reductions in catch have led to the rebuilding of these species.  Any actions from the 
MLPA will be insignificant in relation to the actions taken in Federal waters.  The figure below 
shows the abundance of the demersal (bottom dwelling) species off California, Oregon and 
Washington that I assembled from the NOAA stock assessments.  The purpose of this graph is to 
show that these stocks were never seriously depleted in aggregate, and they are rebuilding rather 
quickly under the very conservative Federal management.  Rather than a management system 
where the demersal stocks are depleted and continuing to decline, this graph shows that the 
ecosystem of demersal species was not depleted and is in fact rebuilding. 
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in the future. Edited by E. E. Knudsen and J. H. J. Michael. American Fisheries Society, 
Bethesda, Maryland. 71. pp. 187-202. 
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Major Research Funding  

2010-2012 NSF funding $496,569 for Comparative Analysis of Marine Ecosystems. 

2009-2010 Funding from Pacific Salmon Commission $90,000 for evaluation of 
statistical model of Pacific coast Chinook stocks. 

2008-2011 Funding from Moore Foundation for salmon research. $3.6 million over 3 
years. 

1999-present Funding from Bristol Bay Salmon Processors for salmon research in 
Bristol Bay, Alaska.  Average $200k per year. 

2005-2007 NOAA funding for development of SHIRAZ model to evaluate habitat 
impacts on salmon $200k 

2005-2007 Funding from Pew Institute for Ocean Sciences for research on dynamics 
of small populations.  $250k over 2 years. 
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2005-2008 Funding from Moore Foundation for salmon research. $2.3 million over 3 
years. 

2002-2006 NOAA funding for graduate student support in marine fish population 
dynamics $255,000 

2004-2009 NSF funding for “Biocomplexity and fisheries sustainability”  $2.0 
Million.  I am the lead P.I. 

2004-2006 SeaGrant funding for spatial dynamics of geoducks in Puget Sound. With 
David Armstrong.  $150k over 3 years. 

2003-2007 NSF Biocomplexity funding Award  0308440 for study of spatial structure 
in fish recruitment.  Dave Siegel U.C. Santa Barbara lead P.I.  my portion 
$315,607 

1996-present New Zealand Seafood Industry Council funding of stock assessment in 
New Zealand Fisheries $67,000-$125,000 per year. 

2003-2006 NOAA/SeaGrant funding for graduate fellowship for Eric Ward in 
fisheries stock assessment.  $37k per year for 3 years. 

2002 NMFS funding for post-doc on salmon habitat modelling.  $50k 

2002-2003 Alaska Department of Fish and Game funding for grad student support on 
prediction of salmon run timing.  $30k 

2002-2004 NMFS Stock Assessment Improvement Program funding for grad student 
support. $70k per year 

2002-2005 NSF LTREB funding for Alaska Salmon studies. $35k per year.  Jointly 
with Tom Quinn and Daniel Schindler. 

2001-2003 NSF funding for field station infrastructure, $200k for new laboratory and 
classroom at Porcupine Island Alaska field station.  Tom Quinn lead P.I. 

2002-2005 NOAA/SeaGrant funding for graduate fellowship for Melissa Haltuch in 
fisheries stock assessment.  $37k per year for 3 years. 

2001-2003 Institute of Marine Research, Iceland funding for research on Icelandic 
cod and age structured models $16k per year. 

2001-2004 NOAA/SeaGrant funding for graduate fellowship for Ian Stewart in 
fisheries stock assessment.  $37k per year for 3 years. 

2000-2001 NOAA funding for study of salmon run timing. $70k. 

2000 NMFS funding for Research Faculty position in groundfish assessment.  
$120k 
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1999-present Funding from Bristol Bay Salmon Processors for salmon research in 
Bristol Bay, Alaska.  Average $200k per year. 

1998-2009 NOAA funding for salmon research at Chignik Lakes, Alaska $30k per 
year. 

1998-2002 Funding of PNCRS research on salmon survival (Sea Grant and NOAA 
joint funding) Multi PI program, my portion  $35,000 per year. 

1998-present Chignik Regional Aquaculture Association funding for salmon research at 
Chignik Lakes, Alaska.  $45k-$10k per year. 

1998-2003 Alaska Department of Fish and Game funding for operation of Pt. Moller 
test fishery.  $30k per year. 

1996-1997 National Marine Fisheries Service funding for analysis of interaction 
between habitat, ocean conditions and harvest in chinook salmon. $49,000 

1997-1998 Washington Sea Grant:  modeling the interaction between habitat, harvest, 
ocean conditions and hatcheries.  $32,000 

1995 Gift of $100,000 as part of Consent Decree between Reynolds Aluminum 
and Washington Public Interest Research Group for research on Columbia 
River Chinook Salmon. 

1990-1996 New Zealand Fishing Industry Board. with  Prof. Ellen Pikitch "Analysis 
of New Zealand TAC setting policies."  $100,000-$150,000 per year. 

1993-1995 Washington Sea Grant.  "Hatcheries:  what works and what doesn’t."  
$100,800 

1993-1994 National Marine Fisheries Service funding for Bayesian risk analysis of 
Snake River Fall Chinook.   $35,000 

1989-1993 Bonneville Power Administration.  "Analysis of historical patterns of 
survival among Columbia River salmonids". $450,000. 

1991-1993 Washington Sea Grant.  "Salmon management using coded-wire-tags."  
$96,000 

1990 International Pacific Halibut Commission.  "Analysis of IPHC 
transboundary tagging experiments, part II."  $54,105.  With J.R. Skalski. 

1990 Provosts fund for Interdisciplinary research. "In search of sustainable 
development."  $15,000.  With Kai Lee and Gardner Brown.   

1988   International Pacific Halibut Commission. "Analysis of IPHC 
transboundary tagging experiments". $40,315.  With J.R. Skalski. 
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1988   Bonneville Power Administration.  "Flow requirements for the Hanford 
reach, relative to the number of chinook salmon spawners".  $23,357.  
With D. E. Rogers. 

1988   Northwest Indian Fisheries Commission.  Statistical procedures for 
comparing results of coded wire tag releases.  $10,000. 

1989-1991  Washington Sea Grant.  Managing Adaptively: early experience in 
Western North America.  $144,000.  With Kai N. Lee and Janice E. 
Carpenter. 

1987-1990   Vice Provost for Computing University of Washington.  $177,731 for 
microcomputer teaching lab for Colleges of Forest Resources and College 
of Fisheries and Ocean Sciences.  Proposal written by Dr. Gordon 
Swartzman and myself. 

1975-1985  National Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada operating 
grants in Population Biology ($6000-$12,000 per year).   

1980-1985   Department of Fisheries and Oceans.  Contract support for Cooperative 
Fisheries Research Unit ($60,000-$110,000 per year).  With C.J. Walters.   

1985-1987   3 year Strategic Grant from National Sciences and Engineering Research 
Council ($90,000 per year) for "Adaptive management of fisheries 
resources."  With C.J. Walters and D. Ludwig.   

1978   B.C. Science Council. ($24,000).  Behavior of B.C. purse seine fleet.   

1978   Canadian National Sportsman's Fund ($12,000).  A study of B.C. salmon 
purse seine vessels.   
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Responses to Comment Letter C02_ii 

Response to Comment C02_ii-1: Comment noted. See response to comment A13-31 
and Master Response 9. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment C02_ii-2: Comment noted. See response to comment A13-31 
and Master Response 9. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment C02_ii-3: The commenter misconstrues the Draft EIR’s 
discussion of the positive impacts of reserves outweighing any potential negative impacts. 
The Draft EIR finds a less than significant biological impact from the IPA and alternatives, 
regardless of any potential benefits. The Commission disagrees that comparison of the IPA to 
the alternatives is invalid because the impacts of poaching would not affect the impact 
analysis. See response to comment A13-31 and Master Response 9. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment C02_ii-4: Comment noted. See response to comment A13-31 
and Master Response 9. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment C02_ii-5: Please see response to Comment A20_iii-1. 

Response to Comment C02_ii-6: Please see response to Comment A20_iii-1. 

Response to Comment C02_ii-7: The comment asserts that the Draft EIR did not 
consider decreases in species abundance that can occur when MPAs are instated, and 
provides a graph from a recent study at the Channel Islands in which biomass of targeted 
species increased within MPAs, but decreased outside. However, in the article cited by the 
commenter, the graph shown is accompanied by a second graph (not shown by the 
commenter). The second graph displays the same parameters as the first (changes in biomass 
per hectare over time, within and outside MPAs), but differs from the first graph in that it 
shows trends for non-fished species, rather than target species. For areas outside MPAs, the 
two graphs show similar trends, suggesting that the factors responsible for the observed 
decrease in species abundance over time outside MPAs affected both target species and non-
target species equally. Given this, it is not certain that the declines in biomass outside MPAs 
were the result of increased fishing pressure (increased fishing pressure would be expected to 
affect target species more heavily than non-target species). As fishing is the only activity that 
would be regulated or displaced by the proposed IPA, the IPA cannot be predicted to cause 
the sort of trend shown by the graph in the comment.  

Further, the analysis of biological resources presented in Section 7.0 of the Draft EIR was 
conducted in accordance with CEQA requirements, and evaluated impacts against the 
thresholds of significance described in the section, which were adopted from Appendix G of 
the State CEQA Guidelines. Attaining the desired level of benefit from the MPA network 
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was the focal issue addressed in previous analytical efforts by the MLPA Science Advisory 
Team (described in Section 2.0 of the Draft EIR), and the SAT found that the proposed 
Project IPA would meet the goals of the MLPA, which include enhancing and restoring 
marine ecosystems throughout the MPA network as a whole.  

Response to Comment C02_ii-8: Comment noted. CEQA requires analysis of 
environmental impacts from the proposed Project. Inclusion of discussion of the abundance 
of demersal species would not fundamentally alter the impact analysis of the Draft EIR; 
therefore, no changes to the Draft EIR are required. See also the Master Response 5. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C07 

Response to Comment C07-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment C07-2: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. See also, Master 
Response 2. 

Response to Comment C07-3: Comment noted. See Master Response 3. No changes 
to the Draft EIR are required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C08 

Response to Comment C08-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment C08-2: Public comments received prior to the publication of 
the Draft EIR are not required to be published in the Draft EIR under State CEQA 
Guidelines. See responses to Comments A09-1 and A35_ii-4. No changes to the Draft EIR 
are required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C11 

Response to Comment C11-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C12 

Response to Comment C12-1: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C13 

Response to Comment C13-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C14 

Response to Comment C14-1: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C15 

Response to Comment C15-1: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment C15-2: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C16 

Response to Comment C16-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment C16-2: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment C16-3: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C17 

Response to Comment C17-1: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C18 

Response to Comment C18-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C19 

Response to Comment C19-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C20 

Response to Comment C20-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment C20-2: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C21 

Response to Comment C21-1: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment C21-2: Comment noted. Comments suggesting changes to 
the proposed MPA network, rather than resulting environmental impacts of such changes, are 
addressed through the public comment and review period of the Initial Statement of Reasons 
for Regulatory Action, proposed for adoption December 15, 2010. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment C21-3: Comment noted. Comments suggesting changes to 
the proposed MPA network, rather than resulting environmental impacts of such changes, are 
addressed through the public comment and review period of the Initial Statement of Reasons 
for Regulatory Action, proposed for adoption December 15, 2010. No changes to the Draft 
EIR are required. 

Response to Comment C21-4: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C22 

Response to Comment C22-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C23 

Response to Comment C23-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C24 

Response to Comment C24-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C25 

Response to Comment C25-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C26 

Response to Comment C26-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment C26-2: Comment noted. See Master Response 3. No changes 
to the Draft EIR are required. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C27 

Response to Comment C27-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Responses to Comment Letter C30 

Response to Comment C30-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment C30-2: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 
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From: corey scott <kirbydawg1@cox.net>
To: <sfonbuena@fgc.ca.gov>
Date: 9/14/2010 6:35 AM
Subject: Support for a smaller MPA in Laguna Beach

President James Kellogg and Members of the

Dear President Kellogg and Members for the California Fish and G,

Dear President Kellogg and Members for the California Fish and Game Commission,

President James Kellogg and
Members of the Fish and Game Commission
c/o California Fish and Game Commission
1416 Ninth Street
P.O. Box 944209
Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

Support for a smaller MPA in Laguna Beach

     I am writing to support a smaller marine reserve in Laguna Beach that will protect the marine habitat in 
Laguna Beach and also protect the businesses that depend on fishing in that area as well.

     The proposed MPA in the current IPA for Laguna Beach is a shape that will be impossible to properly 
manage and will cause a significant draw on the resources of the Fish and Game enforcement officials in 
that area.  Please adopt a modified proposal to the IPA with a Northern boundary beginning at Abalone 
point and a Southern boundary at Cress street.  This would create a closure area with definitive boundary 
lines which would allow enforcement officials to know if an individual is within an MPA boundary.  

 

fishing is not illegal!

corey scott
100 ocean vista lane
santa barbara, CA 93111
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Responses to Comment Letter C33 

Response to Comment C33-1: Comment noted. See response to Comment A13-31 
and Master Response 9. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 
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Subject: MLPA
From: Mike Gratland
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 11:34:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Re: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days

Dear Sirs:

I am a recreational fisherman with 5 children who all love to fish.
Well... 3 of the kids anyway! We fish primarily from kayaks and also
from the shoreline.

So far this year I have spent about 20 days fishing. Hoping this doesn't
get back to my wife, I spent over $2000 on equipment (tackle and boat
maintenance,) fees, and other expenses related to ocean sports.

I also attended 7 of the MLPA meetings that asked for public comment
last year.

My main concern with the the South Coast MLPA process is that it
materially impacts my recreational opportunities and my ability to enjoy
the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years to come.  In
other words, it affects my freedom to enjoy the ocean and violates the
California State Constitution.  (Article 1 section 25.)

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very
important part of this process. We need time to review and formulate
comments in response to this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment
period on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days and strongly urge you to scrap the entire
MLPA altogether.

Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,

Michael Gratland
Newbury Park, Ca 91320
(805) 857-5811

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT409.htm

Letter C34

C34-1

C34-1

C34-2

C34-3
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Responses to Comment Letter C34 

Response to Comment C34-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment C34-2: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment C34-3: Comment noted. The MLPA was enacted by the state 
legislature and mandates improvement of the existing network of MPAs in California. 
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Subject: Extend DEIR Review to 90 Days
From: sales
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 14:32:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

David Holmes Braid Products
538 East Rancho Vista Blvd
Palmdale, CA 93550-3005

September 21, 2010

California Fish and Game Commission
1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box 944209
Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

Dear California Fish and Game Commission:

I am writing to urge you to extend the comment period on the South Coast 
Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 
days.

As an avid angler, the Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) will have 
significant effects on my ability to enjoy California's ocean resources, 
and it is therefore important that I am given enough time to review and 
weigh in on the process. 

It will also drastically effect business and sales in an already 
devastated economy.

Given the complexity, importance, and sheer magnitude of the DEIR, a 
90-day review and comment period is not only warranted, but necessary.

Sincerely,

David Holmes, Braid Products
661-266-9791

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: Mime449.822

Letter C35

C35-1
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Responses to Comment Letter C35 

Response to Comment C35-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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R2.2.8 Comments Received at Commission Meetings 

Oral comments submitted to the Commission during Commission meetings are also included 
as part of public comments received during the 60-day public review and comment period 
that took place between August 18, 2010, and October 19, 2010. Two regularly scheduled 
Commission meetings took place during the public comment review period (August 18, 
2010, and September 29, 2010). One special meeting was also held (September 29, 2010) 
specifically for the discussion and consideration of an extension of the public review and 
comment period that was originally slated to end on October 4, 2010. Comments submitted 
orally at these meetings were summarized, and responses are provided below.  

The Commission’s October meeting, held on the 20th and 21st, took place outside of the 
public review and comment period of this Draft EIR. Although comments submitted outside 
of the public review and comment period are not required to be addressed in the Final EIR, 
the Commission, in a good-faith effort to address the concerns of the public and interested 
stakeholders, has summarized and provided responses for comments relevant to the Draft 
EIR. All responses follow the collected comments from the four Commission meetings. 

Videos of past-held Commission meetings are available for public viewing online at: 
http://www.cal-span.org/cgi-bin/media.pl?folder=CFG. 

TABLE R2-8 
COMMENTS RECEIVED AT COMMISSION MEETINGS 

(Volume 3) 

Comment 
Set ID 

Commenter  
First Name 

Commenter Last 
Name Organization Type 

Page 
Number 

D01 Phillip Friess LA County Sanitation Commission Meeting 249 

D02 Karen Garrison NRDC Commission Meeting 251 

D03 George Osborn PSO Commission Meeting 251 

D04 Steven Fukuto United Anglers Commission Meeting 252 

D05 Kaitlin Gaffney Ocean Conservancy Commission Meeting 252 

D06 Jonathan Bishop State Water Resources Control 
Board 

Commission Meeting 253 

D07 Phillip Friess LA County Sanitation Commission Meeting 253 

D08 Richard Bell Municipal Water District of 
Orange County 

Commission Meeting 254 

D09 Atta Stevenson Fort Bragg Intertribal Water 
Commission 

Commission Meeting 254 

D10 Michael Sheehy Santa Barbara Channelkeeper Commission Meeting 254 

D11 Randy Yonemura National Heritage Council Commission Meeting 254 

D12 Lia Protopapadakis Santa Monica Bay Restoration Commission Meeting 255 
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Comment 
Set ID 

Commenter  
First Name 

Commenter Last 
Name Organization Type 

Page 
Number 

Commission 

D13 Guy Grenmeir N/A Commission Meeting 255 

D14 Jeff Russell NRDC Commission Meeting 255 

D15 Stephanie Sekich Surfrider Foundation Commission Meeting 255 

D16 Dave Westhoff SCRSG member Commission Meeting 255 

D17 Whitney Graves N/A Commission Meeting 255 

D18 Sarah Amenzada CA Coastkeeper Alliance Commission Meeting 256 

D19 Lela Monroe NRDC Commission Meeting 256 

D20 Ray Hiemstra Orange County Coastkeeper Commission Meeting 256 

D21 Paul Hobe Ocean Conservancy Commission Meeting 256 

D22 Greg Helms Ocean Conservancy Commission Meeting 256 

D23 Seguida Grand N/A Commission Meeting 256 

D24 Jonathan Alexander N/A Commission Meeting 257 

D25 Jen Eckerlee NRDC Commission Meeting 257 

D26 Megan Megan San Diego Coastkeeper Commission Meeting 257 

D27 Samantha Samantha Ocean Conservancy Commission Meeting 257 

D28 Dan Bacher Fish Sniffer Magazine Commission Meeting 257 

D29 Sarah Sikich Heal the Bay Commission Meeting 257 

D30 Pamela Flick Defenders of Wildlife Commission Meeting 258 

D31 Kaitlin Gaffney Ocean Conservancy Commission Meeting 258 

D32 George Osborn 
PSO, United Anglers, Fish and 
Game Wardens Association 

Commission Meeting 258 

D33 Marcella Gutierrez Wildcoast Coasta Salvaje Commission Meeting 258 

D34 Karen Garrison NRDC Commission Meeting 259 

D35 Vern Goehring California Fisheries Coalition Commission Meeting 259 

D36 Paul Weakland N/A Commission Meeting 259 

D37 Jerry Desmond Recreational Boaters of CA Commission Meeting 259 

D38 Maggie Hoolihan City of Encinitas Commission Meeting 260 

D39 Grace Chan LA County Sanitation Districts Commission Meeting 260 

D40 Richard Bell Orange County Water District Commission Meeting 260 

D41 Mary Jane Folly N/A Commission Meeting 260 

D42 Al Parker N/A Commission Meeting 260 

D43 Jeff Sporcich N/A Commission Meeting 260 
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Comment 
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Commenter  
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Commenter Last 
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Page 
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D44 Bill Vitalle N/A Commission Meeting 261 

D45 Paul Lebowitz SCRSG member Commission Meeting 261 

D46 Steven Fukuto United Anglers Commission Meeting 261 

D47 Joseph Nguyen N/A Commission Meeting 261 

D48 Bob Osborn United Anglers Commission Meeting 261 

D49 Paul Romanowski N/A Commission Meeting 261 

D50 Mike Hawkinson N/A Commission Meeting 261 

D51 Joe Exline Oceanside Anglers Club Commission Meeting 262 

D52 Michael Gratland N/A Commission Meeting 262 

D53 Bill Vitali N/A Commission Meeting 262 

D54 Paul Lebowitz RSG member Commission Meeting 262 
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California Fish and Game Commission Meeting  
 August 18, 2010 
 
Phillip Freiss 
Head of Technical Services Department for LACSD 
 
We have a long history of comprehensive monitoring of the marine environment in this 
location. Throughout the South Coast Study Region Marine Life Protection Act 
implementation process, the sanitation districts have expressed concerns about the 
scientific validity and economic impacts to Los Angeles county residents associated with 
the proposed Abalone Cove and Point Vicente State Marine Conservation Areas in the 
Integrated Preferred Alternative. In particular, these two well-valued marine protected 
areas would overly the Palos Verdes Shelf Superfund Site, protect low-quality habitats, 
and be in the immediate vicinity of the sanitation districts’ ocean outfall system. The 
sanitation districts repeat our past request to the Commission to remove these MPAs from 
the Integrated Preferred Alternative. Today I’d like to focus my remaining comments on 
the significant issues raised during the July 23rd CEQA scoping meeting in Long Beach, 
and ask for the Commission’s support in fully addressing these issues in the CEQA 
process and Draft EIR. The sanitations districts submitted a detailed CEQA scoping 
comment letter to the dept of fish and game. I’d like to share with the Commission the 
major points that the sanitation districts believe must be addressed in the CEQA process 
and Draft EIR.  
 
First, the Department failed to identify the Palos Verdes Superfund Site in the Notice of 
Preparation as required by CEQA statute 21092.6. To comply with CEQA requirements, 
the Department should re-issue the Notice of Preparation so the responsible and trustee 
agencies can give this consideration in their scoping input. Second, a complete baseline 
characterization of the Palos Verdes Shelf should be performed using water and sediment 
quality data studies compiled by the sanitation districts and United States Environmental 
Protection Agency. The environmental baseline must also consider immediate proximity 
of the existing ocean outfalls system. Third, a full evaluation of the potential for 
increased health risk to wildlife and humans associated with placing marine protected 
areas within the Palos Verdes Shelf Superfund Site should be performed. Fourth, a 
characterization of environmental impacts, including increased greenhouse gas emissions 
and power consumption resulting from additional treatment required to comply with new 
water quality standards likely to be imposed by the State Water Resources Control Board 
on MPAs should be performed. Last, an evaluation of a new alternative proposal that 
consist of the Integrated Preferred Alternative without the Abalone Cove and Point 
Vicente marine protected areas is requested. Such an alternative would avoid the 
potential for significant adverse impacts on the marine environment, and important public 
infrastructure. The complexity of the CEQA analysis and the number of affected parties 
for the South Coast Study Region is far greater than for the previous regions and the 
Commission should encourage the Department and their contractor to take the time 
required to ensure they develop a thorough and complete Draft EIR. Further, once the 
Draft EIR is available for public comment, the comment period should be extended 
beyond 45 days, to allow the public and other affected entities, sufficient time to review 
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and comment on what will surely be a very large and complex document. Thank you for 
consideration of our comments, and we look forward to providing further assistance and 
information in connection with the preparation of the environmental impact report for the 
South Coast Study Region Marine Life Protection Act project.  
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Fish and Game Commission Meeting 
September 15 and 16, 2010 
 
Karen Garrison 
I understand that LACSD have requested a 45 day extension of the DEIR public 
comment period.  NRDC, Ocean Conservancy, and Heal the Bay have written a letter 
explaining why we think that delay is unwarranted and unreasonable. In short, LACSD’s 
concerns aren’t new – they were raised in February and before. They have been 
systematically addressed through a number of measures, including: the Palos Verdes 
Marine Protected Areas being sited as far as practical from the discharge and outfall, 
language has been included in regulations for each relevant marine protected area 
explicitly allowing outfall maintenance and monitoring, the State Water Resources 
Control Board staff have provided a letter indicating that they don’t intend to tighten 
water quality regulations in those marine protected areas, and they’re now working on a 
resolution to that effect at the request of the LACSD. LACSD’s main concerns appear to 
be speculative projections at this point about potential future regulations, not about 
existing regulations. And if decisions were typically based on that kind of speculation, 
nothing would ever get done. I understand that George Osborn has also coincidentally 
requested a 45 day delay on behalf of his clients, and again we believe that is 
unwarranted. Back to the analysis of the alternatives in the MLPA process and their 
benefits and impacts – these have been completed as part of the MLPA process and 
have been available for months. Fifty-six public meeting have been held so far in the 
south coast, and about 100 hours of public comments have been heard. The process 
has been open, exhaustive, exhausting, and proactive in its outreach. Our organizations 
are strong supporters of inclusive public process and taking the time to do it right. We 
believe this process has done that. Like parks and wildlife refuges on land, well-
designed protected areas in the ocean produce significant benefits for ocean wildlife, 
ocean ecosystems, and for the people who depend on those systems. The Integrated 
Preferred Alternative is a result of an unprecedented public process. We urge you to 
move forward with it and with the CEQA process in a timely way on the current 
schedule.  
  
George Osborn 
Partnership for Sustainable Oceans (PSO) and California Game Warden’s Association 
You have in front of you the PSO letter requesting extension of time to 90 days to 
provide comment on the South Coast MLPA DEIR. You also have a letter from the 
Warden’s Association, who are especially concerned about enforcement, requesting the 
same. Previously the LACSD have asked for 90 days to comment on the DEIR. In my 
conversations with the LACSD and their representatives, their goal is the same as that of 
my clients: adequate time to have experts review and provide comment on the very 
complex and lengthy document (more than 500 pages long). Our goal, which I am sure 
the Commission shares, is for the final Environmental Impact Report to be as 
comprehensive, informative, and accurate as possible. The PSO and the Wardens’ 
Association provided extensive input on the CEQA document to the Department during 
the one scoping meeting that was held in July. None, I repeat none of our concerns 
raised at the scoping meeting were addressed in the DEIR. Our attorney, Allen Matkins, 
has provided to the Commission a letter on research that they did on Bagley Keene, and 
on the CEQA guidelines in the regulations, and you have the authority to direct staff to 
allow 90 days to provide comment on the DEIR. You should have been provided a letter 
already by your staff from Allen Matkins’ letter. Such an extension of time does not 
prejudice anyone, and will allow for a final CEQA document that is more comprehensive, 

251

Dell
Line

Dell
Text Box
D02

Dell
Text Box
D03

Dell
Line



more accurate, and more informative to the Commission of negative environmental 
impacts that will be directly caused by adoption of the IPA so that you can make a more 
informed decision. We ask that the commission direct staff to notify all interested parties 
that the comment period on the South Coast MLPA DEIR be extended to 90 days.   
 
Steven Fukuto 
United Anglers 
The South Coast Region is the most diverse and complex area and speaking to the Draft 
EIR, and the same comment George Osborn has raised, our organization is the main 
liaison between the recreational anglers, the Commission, and the whole process. My 
members are asking for the maximum allowable time to review the Draft EIR. We can 
live with 90 days, but we brought a series of scoping items to that meeting, and reading 
through the draft paper, it looks like it wasn’t even addressed. We would like to have 
additional time to thoroughly go through that document with our constituency so that the 
commission can adopt a complete and final EIR.  
 
We have always worked constructively through this process, and we feel that the overall 
goal for this legislation and the people of California, is to have complete and thorough 
documentation. Now, understand that we deal with thousands of recreational anglers 
and it takes time to listen to them and understand their concerns so that we can address 
them back to you so that you could create a good, final complete EIR. Just like you’re 
trying to do a complete a thorough adoption for the South Coast Marine Life Protection 
Act. 
 
 
Kaitlin Gaffney 
Ocean Conservancy 
I wanted to speak to the same issue and urge that you hold to the timeframe put forward 
at the last couple of Commission meetings. The Marine Life Protection Act in Southern 
California truly has been an exhaustive public process. Two years or more of over 50 
meetings; over 100 hours of public comment already received. Your commission has 
had this issue for the last full year. The MLPA has provided many opportunities for 
detailed and in-depth discussion by stakeholders on all of the issues that are addressed 
in the environmental impact report. It’s a little different than most issues where the EIR 
really is the opportunity to vet the issues and have that discussion; much of that has 
already taken place through the regional stakeholder process, the Blue Ribbon Task 
Force, and again at the Commission level in the third round. So the EIR is very 
important, but it basically encapsulates all the scientific and environmental review that 
we’ve been looking at for over two years now. Unfortunately, the folks that you’re 
hearing from have asked for delays at every step of the process: in the stakeholder 
group, at the blue ribbon task force, and again here at the Commission. I am confident 
that the environmental review period – we’re still in the middle of it, we still have two 
more weeks – will be sufficient, that the issues have been fully vetted again through this 
exhaustive two year process. If, for some reason they are not, there’s obviously and 
opportunity for the staff to remedy that when the time is appropriate. But I think that it is 
important that we move this process forward. All of the public that has weighed in to date 
– it does a disservice to that public to extend it unnecessarily. Folks have had their 
chance to be heard; they will continue to have the chance to be heard over the next 
several months. Please do not delay unnecessarily.  
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Fish and Game Commission Meeting 
September 29, 2010 
 
Jonathan Bishop 
Chief Deputy Director  
State Water Resources Control Board
 
I’m here primarily to give you some information concerning concerns that we’ve 
heard from the LA County Sanitation District about their worry that marine life protected 
areas for the southern area would potentially lead to increased requirements on their 
outfall. They have an outfall off of the Palos Verdes Peninsula. We have heard those 
concerns and in response, my board has directed me to prepare a resolution to clarify how 
the State Water Board would address those issues, and I’m here to give you a summary of 
what those are. What staff is proposing, is to clarify that we would not be . . . our task 
would be to designate state water quality protected areas, and then water quality 
requirements associated with those. It is not our intent to designate state water quality 
protected areas that intersect with existing ocean outfalls. So we would not be proposing 
to add new water quality requirements for their outfall, either at the outfall or near in the 
initial zone of dilution, which is part of our requirements. It would be also clarifying that 
under our regulations, we would be proposing that the existing outfalls would need to 
meet water quality objectives at the edge of the initial zone of dilution and that we would 
not be imposing different requirements for those outfalls based on whatever decision you 
make on protected areas. That is not to say that the Ocean Plan might not change at some 
future date and change their requirements – I think they understand that, but we wouldn’t 
be doing it based on your designations. We do plan, at some future date, to be looking at 
each of the marine life protected areas and determining which ones would be eligible for 
water quality protected areas and looking at requirements within those areas, but that 
would be a separate issue.  
 
We are not proposing to blanketly impose ASBSs on top of MLPAs in general. We will 
be looking at individual areas – reserves – and determining if there are special discharge 
requirements that are needed. But we are not proposing to do that intersect an existing 
outfall.  
 
 
Phil Friess 
Department Head of Technical Services 
L.A. County Sanitation District
 
The Commissioners are aware that the sanitation districts have long opposed 
designation of the Abalone Cove and Point Vicente marine protected areas due to our 
assessment of very large potential socioeconomic impacts on the Sanitation District’s 
ratepayers associated with State Water Board regulations that could be triggered by the 
MLPA process. As Mr. Bishop just noted, the sanitation districts are working 
productively with the State Water Board towards an identified solution to address our 
concerns regarding water quality requirements for MPAs and attendant regulation of our 
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discharge. If these efforts prove successful, subject to agreement from our boards, the 
sanitation districts will withdraw our opposition to designation of the Abalone Cove and 
Point Vicente marine protected areas.” … 
 
Richard Bell 
Manager Water Resources Facility Planning, Municipal Water District of Orange 
County 
 
The ISOR doesn’t currently show the outfall in the Doheny Refuge. Please modify option 
2 or remove Doheny Refuge MPA to allow the desalinization plant project to continue.  
 
The SOC Desalination Plant Project has been underway for 7 years now and has the 
support of many public agencies as well as individuals. The project current has 3 million 
gal/day operating. MWDOC plans to build to completion in 2015/2016. Problem exists 
with the Doheny Beach Wildlife Refuge. MWDOC can probably make the public 
comment period deadline by the 4th. Will be bringing comments back on October 20th. 
 
 
 
 
Atta Stevenson 
Mayor’s Office Fort Bragg, Intertribal Water Commission--Sacramento 
 
Request 45 day extension of DEIR comment period because tribal voices were not heard 
in the development of MPAs.  
 
Tools used in the MLPAi are flawed. Regional language implied specific language for 
tribal co-management. Tribal people are against pollution of waters. Tribal science 
information that was provided during the process has not been included on the SAT 
committee. Tribal people deserve more time to comment on the south coast process.   
 
Michael Sheehy 
Santa Barbara Channelkeeper 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period. 
 
Many of the comments the Commission has received are not specific to DEIR process, 
but rather can be addressed during the Commission’s discussion of the adoption of MPAs 
beyond the CEQA timeline.  
 
At NOP scoping meeting lots of info was received, but the actual info was limited in 
meeting conservational goals of the law. Comments are narrow points of view, on topics 
that are fairly well-established.  
 
 
Randy Yonemura 
Project Director National Heritage Council 
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Request 45 day extension of DEIR comment period 
 
Public must be allowed ample time to comment. Recommends revisiting the array.  
 
Lia Protopapadakis 
Santa Monica Bay Restoration Commission 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period. 
 
Science shows MPAs work--do not push back adoption of south coast MPA array.  
 
Guy Grenmeir 
Commercial Fisherman 23 years 
 
Support extension of DEIR comment period. 
 
MPAs in San Luis Obispo region make it harder to get fishing spots. There are a lot of 
bag limits and regulations put in place that has allowed “the fishing” to come back. 
Doesn’t know if we have funding for this.  
 
Jeff Russell 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period. Support IPA.  
 
Strong MPAs will create a healthier and more robust ocean.  
 
Stephanie Sikich 
Surfriders Foundation 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period. Support IPA.  
 
The MLPA has been one of the most thorough public processes.  
 
Dave Westhoff 
SCRSG  
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
The RSG urges the Commission to continue moving forward and keep the process a 
priority.   
 
Whitney Graves 
Citizen 
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Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
The effort stakeholders have put into the process is highly commendable. To push back 
process is to undermine the public process thus far.  
 
Sarah Amenzada 
California Coast Keepers Alliance   
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period 
 
Do not delay process. Undermines a reliable, credible public process.   
 
Lela Monroe  
NRDC   
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period. 
 
Marine life has become degraded over generations.  
 
Ray Hiemstra 
Orange County Coastkeeper 
   
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
There has been ample opportunity for public to comment. Keep to standard timeline. 
 
Paul Hobe  
Ocean Conservancy 
   
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
Over 400 comments in favor of no delay. 
  
 
Greg Helms  
Ocean Conservancy, RSG member 
   
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
The MLPA has created an over polarized process that once had much common ground.  
 
Seguida Grand  
Citizen   
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
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Give south coast marine life the protection it deserves.  
 
Jonathan Alexander    
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
Much work has gone into the design and inclusion of many interests in the process and 
should keep moving. 
 
Jen Eckerly  
NRDC, SCRSG   
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
Many hours were spent reaching a decision to represent many interests as well as science 
guidelines. To not continue with the process would be to disregard this work.  
 
Megan Wylie  
San Diego Coastkeeper 
   
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
Samantha Murray  
Ocean Conservancy, NCCRSG 
   
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
Evidence from North Central Coast Study Region shows more in common than in disagreement.  
 
Dan Bacher  
Fish Sniffer Magazine 
   
Request 45 days extension of DEIR comment period. 
 
An additional 45 days would give the public the necessary time to review the DEIR document. 
 
Sarah Sikich 
SCRSG, Heal the Bay 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 The current time available for the public comment review is adequate. 
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Pamela Flick 
Defenders of Wildlife 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
Each of the user groups has joined here in good faith in the hope that we can reach a 
consensus. Do not unduly impede the process in a time when citizens of California have 
been recently reminded on dependence of healthy coastal waters. 
 
Kaitlin Gaffney 
Ocean Conservancy 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period.  
 
Move forward in a timely manner. 
 
George Osborn 
PSO, United Anglers, Fish and Game Warden Association 
 
Request 45 day extension of DEIR comment period.   
 
The decision should be easy – it is neither pro nor anti MLPA. They want an 
environmental document that is as comprehensive and informational as possible. 
Commission has precedent with 45 day period: MPAs in 2002 received an extended 
comment period for Channel Islands. The DEIR disregards scoping comments. Extremely 
complex document more than the 45 day minimum is required.  
 
Release of ISOR during DEIR comment period adds to the public burden. He has 
questions on whether the two projects are the same.  
 
Scoping meeting staff was complimentary to scoping meeting comments. Extension does 
not prejudice anyone. Extension provides a more comprehensive, more accurate 
document about negative impacts. The Wardens Association supports an extension of the 
comment period. Cites CFGWA: absence enforcement, poachers will descend on the area 
and upstream contamination by agricultural pollution causes harm; need more time to 
evaluate source point pollution on potential downstream reserves.  
 
Staff at the scoping meeting agreed that new issues were raised. 
 
Marcella Gutierrez 
Wildcoast Costa Salvaje, RSG 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period. 
 
The process had many hours of outreach that were conducted. She worked very closely 
with MLPA Initiative to make sure it was an inclusive process. Worked with minority 
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communities. This process will not take away from anything. Keep MLPA implementation on 
track. 
 
Karen Garrison 
Natural Resources Defense Council 
 
Do not extend DEIR comment period. 
 
The MLPA is unusual in that it integrates aspects of CEQA in its structure. Instead of 
leaving alternative analysis to the end, we provided development and analysis of 
alternatives during the process. The process encourages public comment at every step of 
the way. The result is a compromise that balances all interests. Frontloading doesn’t 
displace CEQA, but expands public opportunity in many ways. We’re in the home 
stretch, let’s stay on schedule and go the distance. 
 
Vern Goehring 
California Fisheries Coalition 
 
Request 45 day extension of DEIR comment period.   
 
They have participated in the MLPA process since 2004. They have submitted a letter 
requesting extension. The purpose of CEQA is to empower the people on the margins, 
not shielding the public decision making process to people who are well endowed with 
resources to participate. Process leading up to CEQA cannot replace the CEQA process. 
No one can dispute that the spirit of the law requires enough time for people to 
understand the document. Expanded public comment time is not unusual.  
 
 
Paul Weakland 
 
Support 45 day extension of DEIR comment period. 
 
Support 45 day extension of DEIR comment period. "This is tainted money". Project is 
not transparent. The reason landings are down is because the opportunities to fish are 
down.  
 
Jerry Desmond 
Recreational Boaters of California 
 
Support 45 day extension of DEIR comment period 
 
The Southern California region is the largest and most complex study region. Extended 
comment period would provide more opportunity for negative environmental impacts to 
be identified.  
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California Fish and Game Commission Meeting Notes 
October 20 and 21, 2010 
 
Maggie Hoolihan 
Mayor, City of Encinitas 
Please support the IPA. It protects our present and future quality of life and our economic 
vitality—our beaches are critical. I’d like to ask you to consider keeping the highest level 
of protection at Swami’s to allow a shoreline ribbon we believe, would lower the 
protection to low, as hook and line fisher folks can’t determine which prey they are going 
to be taking, so we would like to really consider the SAT’s advice. We encompass the 
San Elijo Joint Powers Authority outfall and we believe the issues with the maintenance 
of the outfall have been addressed through your additional documentation and we 
appreciate that.  
 
Grace Chan 
Los Angeles County Sanitation District (LACSD) 
The LACSD is working closely with the State Water Board. LACSD’s board will remove 
opposition immediately upon satisfactory resolution.  
 
Richard Bell 
Orange County Water District 
Support Laguna Beach SMCA.  
 
Mary Jane Foley 
RSG member 
Support re-notice for Option 2 at Doheny beach MPA because of utilities that are there. 
 
Kyle Parker 
Citizen of Malibu  
Kayak fishing will become much more dangerous because beach access is limited by the 
MLPA. Proposed MPA boundaries moved up from the Paradise Cove Pier up to Little 
Dume Point. Little Dume Cove is really the only place that we have access too where 
there is no shore break and no danger of him getting hurt going in and out of the surf. 
Support Map 2.  
 
Jeff Sporcich 
Freediver 
The IPA design in Laguna Beach is flawed; has an irregular shape w/ difficult to 
determine boundaries. Anchored on its southern end by both sewage outfall pipe, and a 
creek that is a large source of urban runoff. Move southern boundary to crest street to aid 
in enforcement.  
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Bill Vitalle 
Kayak fisherman from San Diego 
Please make a fair compromise in implementing these closures. Do not block my access 
from La Jolla Shores. With physical disabilities, this is the only safe access point for 
launching and landing my kayak.  
 
Paul Lebowitz 
SCRSG 
IPA imposes devastating disproportionate impacts to shore based fishermen. I am 
concerned about safety for kayak anglers and small boat fishermen. Do not support the 
IPA 
 
Steven Fukuto 
United Anglers of Southern California 
I have done an extensive review of the DEIR and have found that it is not thorough. A 
new draft needs to be re-circulated and re-noticed. The DEIR misses entire topic areas 
such as environmental justice, environmental health, local seafood, recreational fishing 
displacement, and facilities that require being relocated under CEQA. We have submitted 
over 80 comments from UASC as well as with PSO. We can not see this Commission 
going to final with the draft and we ask that you take a very close look at it and this draft 
need to be recirculated and renoticed.   
 
Joseph Nguyen 
MLPA is flawed. Science does not take into account many other evils such as pollution, 
development, and acidification. Violation of state open meeting laws. This is a mockery 
of legal progress. Support Proposal 2, because it provides protection for fishermen from 
the ocean. We need reasonable shore access.   
 
Bob Osborn 
United Anglers of Southern California & SCRSG 
Support Proposal 2. DEIR does not address how MLPA will affect the children.   
 
Paul Romanowski 
Dive clubs 
We need safe dependable access to our ocean. In the DEIR one of the key points is to 
preserve public safety, yet in almost every MPA proposal, public access is severely 
curtailed as it’s designed in the IPA. Boundary options are almost impossible for shore-
based divers and fishers to follow.  
 
Mike Hawkinson 
Fisherman 
Video; State in economic depression and you're going to close down a lot of businesses.  
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Joe Exline 
Oceanside Anglers Club 
It is mostly SMR activities that harm, injure, or remove marine life. Mooring sites at 
Point Conception need to be maintained, La Jolla area has a lot of buoys and life guard 
towers that get drug up and down the beach.  
 
Micheal Gratland 
Article 1, Section 25.  Constitution doesn't allow commission to close off areas to 
fishermen. Bag limits provide better protection.  How has commission complied with 
court orders on transparency laws?  What area of the California constitution gives the 
right to close off coastline to fishing?  I am here to protect my right to fish.  If we lose 
this freedom now, it will never come back.  
 
Bill Vitalle 
Please make a compromise in implementing these closures. I have physical disabilities.  
Do not block my access from launching sites on La Jolla shores.  
 
Paul Lebowitz 
RSG member 
The IPA is troubling because it will impose disproportional impacts on shore based 
fishing access. It will close Point Dume – safest area for paddlers and boaters. The next 
similar area is Dana point. You will have compaction – lots of boats in small area – at La 
Jolla. 
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SOUTH COAST MARINE PROTECTED AREAS PROJECT 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 

P:\28907149 RLFF South Coast MPA EIR\600 DLVR\601 - URS Prepared\__FEIR 11-2010\`Vol 4` Comments and Responses\Responses\07_Commission Meeting Comment Responses Compiled.doc 11 

Responses to Comments Received at Commission Meetings 

Response to Comment D01-1: Comment noted. See response to Comment A71_ii-3. 

Response to Comment D01-2: Comment noted. See response to Comment A71_ii-4. 

Response to Comment D01-3: Comment noted. See Master Response 2. 

Response to Comment D01-4: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D01-5: As stated in the Draft EIR and the ISOR, MLPA 
implementation does not affect the operation and maintenance of existing structures, 
including wastewater outfalls. Furthermore, CEQA does not require an evaluation of 
speculative future projects that may occur. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. See 
also response to A92_i-7. 

Response to Comment D01-6: Comment noted. Comments suggesting changes to 
the proposed MPA network, rather than resulting environmental impacts of such changes, are 
addressed through the public comment and review period of the Initial Statement of Reasons 
for Regulatory Action, proposed for adoption December 15, 2010. 

Response to Comment D01-7: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D02: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. See also responses 
to Comment Letter A34_ii. 

Response to Comment D03: Comment noted. Public comments that raised a 
significant environmental issue or an issue related to the adequacy of the EIR during the 
public comment process are addressed herein. Regarding the public comment period, see text 
provided in the preamble of this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the 
Commission. 

Response to Comment D04: Comment noted. See Response to Comment D03. 

Response to Comment D05: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D06: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D07: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D08: See response to comment A41_ii-1. 
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Response to Comment D09: Regarding tribal co-management, see response to 
Comment A81_ii-3. See also response to Comments A81_ii-4 and A81_ii-10. Regarding the 
public comment period, see text provided in the preamble of this section on the 15-day 
extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D10: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D11: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D12: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D13: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. See also Master 
Response 5. 

Response to Comment D14: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D15: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D16: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D17: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D18: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D19: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D20: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D21: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D22: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Response to Comment D23: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D24: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D25: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D26: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D27: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D28: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D29: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D30: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D31: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D32: Comment noted. See response to Comments D03 and 
A89_ii-16, and Master Response 9. 

Response to Comment D33: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D34: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D35: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D36: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. See also Master 
Response 1. 
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Response to Comment D37: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D38: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D39: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D40: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D41: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D42: Comment noted. The emplacement of Marine Protected 
Areas only affects use – not access – to the marine resources being protected. 

Response to Comment D43: Comment noted. Comments suggesting changes to 
MPA boundaries, rather than resulting environmental impacts of such changes, are addressed 
in the public comment and review period of the Initial Statement of Reasons for Regulatory 
Action, proposed for adoption December 15, 2010. 

Response to Comment D44: The jurisdiction of the proposed Project is limited to 
the areas below the mean high-tide line and three geographical miles out to limit of state 
jurisdiction. The proposed regulations will have no impact to existing regulations on access, 
and no new regulations prohibiting non-consumptive recreational activities are proposed. For 
a discussion of access for disabled individuals, see response to comment A63_ii-3. 

Response to Comment D45: Comment noted. See response to Comment A63_ii-3. 

Response to Comment D46: The comment states that the Draft EIR was not thorough, that 
it omitted environmental justice, environmental health, local seafood, and facilities that will 
require relocation. Although not required by CEQA, the Draft EIR did include a discussion 
of environmental justice in Section 8.6. Environmental health is a very general topic, and 
includes most aspects of the natural and built environment, including those addressed in 
Sections 6.0 though 8.0 of the Draft EIR. Evaluating a project’s impacts on local seafood is 
not required by CEQA, and the proposed Project would not cause any facilities to be 
relocated. (Where existing facilities permitted by other federal or state agencies occur within 
proposed MPAs, the proposed regulations would allow these uses to continue.) In light of 
these facts, the Commission disagrees with the commenter’s assertion.  

Response to Comment D47: Comment noted. See Master Response 1. Regarding 
access, the emplacement of Marine Protected Areas only affects use – not access – to the 
marine resources being protected. 

Response to Comment D48: Comment noted. 
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Response to Comment D49: The jurisdiction of the proposed Project is limited to 
the areas below the mean high-tide line and three geographical miles out to limit of state 
jurisdiction. The proposed regulations will have no impact to existing regulations on access, 
and no new regulations prohibiting non-consumptive recreational activities are proposed. 

Response to Comment D50: See Master Response 3. 

Response to Comment D51: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D52: See response to Comment A49-2. 

Response to Comment D53: The jurisdiction of the proposed Project is limited to 
the areas below the mean high-tide line and three geographical miles out to limit of state 
jurisdiction. The proposed regulations will have no impact to existing regulations on access, 
and no new regulations prohibiting non-consumptive recreational activities are proposed. For 
a discussion of access for disabled individuals, see response to comment A63_ii-3. 

Response to Comment D54: Comment noted. The emplacement of Marine Protected 
Areas only affects use – not access – to the marine resources being protected. 

Response to Comment D01-1: Comment noted. See response to Comment A71_ii-3. 

Response to Comment D01-2: Comment noted. See response to Comment A71_ii-4. 

Response to Comment D01-3: Comment noted. See Master Response 2. 

Response to Comment D01-4: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D01-5: As stated in the Draft EIR and the ISOR, MLPA 
implementation does not affect the operation and maintenance of existing structures, 
including wastewater outfalls. Furthermore, CEQA does not require an evaluation of 
speculative future projects that may occur. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. See 
also response to A92_i-7. 

Response to Comment D01-6: Comment noted. Comments suggesting changes to 
the proposed MPA network, rather than resulting environmental impacts of such changes, are 
addressed through the public comment and review period of the Initial Statement of Reasons 
for Regulatory Action, proposed for adoption December 15, 2010. 

Response to Comment D01-7: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Response to Comment D02: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. See also responses 
to Comment Letter A34_ii. 

Response to Comment D03: Comment noted. Public comments that raised a 
significant environmental issue or an issue related to the adequacy of the EIR during the 
public comment process are addressed herein. Regarding the public comment period, see text 
provided in the preamble of this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the 
Commission. 

Response to Comment D04: Comment noted. See Response to Comment D03. 

Response to Comment D05: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D06: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D07: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D08: See response to comment A41_ii-1. 

Response to Comment D09: Regarding tribal co-management, see response to 
Comment A81_ii-3. See also response to Comments A81_ii-4 and A81_ii-10. Regarding the 
public comment period, see text provided in the preamble of this section on the 15-day 
extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D10: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D11: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D12: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D13: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. See also Master 
Response 5. 

Response to Comment D14: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D15: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Response to Comment D16: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D17: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D18: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D19: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D20: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D21: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D22: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D23: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D24: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D25: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D26: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D27: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D28: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D29: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D30: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 
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Response to Comment D31: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D32: Comment noted. See Master Response 9 and response 
to comments D03 and A89_ii-16. 

Response to Comment D33: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D34: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D35: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D36: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. See also Master 
Response 1. 

Response to Comment D37: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble of 
this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. 

Response to Comment D38: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D39: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D40: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D41: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D42: Comment noted. The emplacement of Marine Protected 
Areas only affects use – not access – to the marine resources being protected. 

Response to Comment D43: Comment noted. Comments suggesting changes to 
MPA boundaries, rather than resulting environmental impacts of such changes, are addressed 
in the public comment and review period of the Initial Statement of Reasons for Regulatory 
Action, proposed for adoption December 15, 2010. 

Response to Comment D44: The jurisdiction of the proposed Project is limited to 
the areas below the mean high-tide line and three geographical miles out to limit of state 
jurisdiction. The proposed regulations will have no impact to existing regulations on access, 
and no new regulations prohibiting non-consumptive recreational activities are proposed. For 
a discussion of access for disabled individuals, see response to comment A63_ii-3. 
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Response to Comment D45: Comment noted. See response to Comment A63_ii-3. 

Response to Comment D46: Comment noted. Substantive flaws in the Draft EIR are 
addressed herein. 

Response to Comment D47: Comment noted. See Master Response 1. Regarding 
access, the emplacement of Marine Protected Areas only affects use – not access – to the 
marine resources being protected. 

Response to Comment D48: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D49: The jurisdiction of the proposed Project is limited to 
the areas below the mean high-tide line and three geographical miles out to limit of state 
jurisdiction. The proposed regulations will have no impact to existing regulations on access, 
and no new regulations prohibiting non-consumptive recreational activities are proposed. 

Response to Comment D50:See Master Response 3. 

Response to Comment D51: Comment noted. 

Response to Comment D52: See response to Comment A49-2. 

Response to Comment D53: The jurisdiction of the proposed Project is limited to 
the areas below the mean high-tide line and three geographical miles out to limit of state 
jurisdiction. The proposed regulations will have no impact to existing regulations on access, 
and no new regulations prohibiting non-consumptive recreational activities are proposed. For 
a discussion of access for disabled individuals, see response to comment A63_ii-3. 

Response to Comment D54: Comment noted. The emplacement of Marine Protected 
Areas only affects use – not access – to the marine resources being protected. 
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R2.2.9 Form Letters 

The following six form letters were received. Table R2-9 lists each of the form letters along 
with the unique number assigned to each letter, and the page number of the comment letter. 
Responses to each letter immediately follow the letter. 

TABLE R2-9 a 
FORM LETTERS 

(Volume 3) 

Comment 
Set ID 

Commenter  
First Name 

Commenter 
Last Name Organization Type Volume 

Page 
Number 

FLA N/A N/A N/A Form Letter 3 275  

FLB N/A N/A N/A Form Letter 3 343 

FLC N/A N/A N/A Form Letter 4 223 

FLD N/A N/A N/A Form Letter 5 599 

FLE N/A N/A N/A Form Letter 5 621 

FLF N/A N/A N/A Form Letter 5 645 

a This table is repeated at the front of volumes 4 and 5 for the reader’s convenience. 
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Subject:
From: Callahan, Stan
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 20:33:00
To: FGC, fgc@fgc.ca.gov
_______________________________________________________

To: fgc@fgc.ca.gov<mailto:fgc@fgc.ca.gov>

Re: Please grant this request to extend the comment period on the South Coast
Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 120 days

Dear Panel:

I am a fisherman and also fish off my kayak. I spent over 45 days on the water
last year, much of it on my kayak. By my tally, I spent over $3,100 on
equipments, fees, and activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years
to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45
days to 90 days.

Stan Callahan
22935 Burbank Blvd
Woodland Hills, CA 91367
818-314-3219

Warm Regards,

Stan Callahan

Project Manager

Mobile: 818.337.9931
Pyxis Products Implementation

CareFusion

Form Letter A1

FLA-1

FLA-2
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3750 Torrey View Ct
San Diego, CA 92130

PTO Alert:
[cid:image001.gif@01CB5A95.68FB55C0]

Fusing technology and intelligence to improve patient care

Customer Connection - Source for best practice documents and white papers,
register at:
http://www.pyxis.com/CustomerConnection.aspx

_________________________________________________

This message is for the designated recipient only and may contain privileged,
proprietary
or otherwise private information. If you have received it in error, please
notify the sender
immediately and delete the original. Any other use of the email by you is
prohibited.

Dansk - Deutsch - Espanol - Francais - Italiano - Japanese - Nederlands - Norsk
- Portuguese
Svenska: www.carefusion.com/legal/email

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT389.htm
Attachment: image001.gif
Attachment: Mime784.822
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Responses to Form Letter A 

Response to Comment FLA-1: While the proposed regulations may cause some 
existing consumptive activities within the SCSR to shift other areas, the proposed regulations 
leave greater than 80 percent of state waters within the SCSR unaffected by MPAs. The 
commenter’s assertion that the proposed regulation will “close parts of the ocean for years to 
come,” is incorrect, as the proposed regulations will have no impacts to existing non-
consumptive activities within the SCSR. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment FLA-2: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble 
of this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. No changes to 
the Draft EIR are required. 
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Subject:
From: Tim Gray - MIS Corp
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 11:31:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Dear Sirs,

I request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days

I am a kayak fisherman.  I have spent over 28 days on the water last
year, much of it on my kayak.  I have spent over $3500 for fees,
equipment, and other cost related to my use of the ocean last year.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts your recreational
opportunities and your ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts
of the ocean for years to come. As such it deserves careful study.

The DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part of
this process. You need time to review and formulate comments in response
to this complex document. 

I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on the
South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from
45 days to 90 days.

Thank you,

Tim Gray

118 N. Marengo Ave

Alhambra, CA 91801

626 780 1028

Form Letter A2
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Attachment: TEXT408.htm
Attachment: Mime913.822
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Subject:
From: Sunaj
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 11:12:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Dear  Sir,
   I am a  spearfisherman and  diver,  who  uses the beach regularly 4 times a 
month, participating  in the  local  economy (food,  gear,  lodging),
    I  have a real  concern about  my activities  getting  curtailed with
upcoming MLPA closures,  and  would  like  to  request you extend the review
and  comment  period for the 

                         South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR)

from 45 days to 90 days,

Thank  you
Janus  Livingston
29246  Yosemite  Springs  PKWY
Coarsegold, Ca. 93614
559 658  7769 

1) You are a spearfisherman and/or fisherman and/or boater and/or diver.
1.1) How much time you spent last year in the ocean
1.2) How much money you spent last year in ocean recreation

2) The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts your recreational
opportunities and your ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the
ocean for years to come. As such it deserves careful study.

3) The DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part of
this process. You need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document. 

4) You respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on the
South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days
to 90 days.

Important: You must (MUST!) include Your first and last name, your home address
(MUST!) and your phone number. To be taken seriously, this information needs to
be included.

Form Letter A3
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Please email to: fgc@fgc.ca.gov
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Attachment: TEXT345.htm
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Subject: DEIR review period extension request
From: Matthew HERRERA
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 15:28:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

To whom it may concern,

      Thank you for taking a moment to read my request from a concerned citizen
and lifelong Ca, resident. I have been enjoying recreational activates in
southern California my
whole life, from boogie boarding as a youth to surfing, fishing, boating, spear
fishing and diving as an adult. I spend a considerable amount of time and money
in and on the ocean lining southern California. My 3 children and wife also
enjoy the many activates our beautiful water offers us. In the last year alone
I have spent approximately 150 days involved with the above mentioned ocean
water
activities and this year have spent over $ 3000.00 in equipment, fees ect… to
engage in enjoying such a huge portion of my life “The Pacific Ocean”! Being
that I have grown up near the Ocean and have enjoyed it so much I have also
come to have a huge respect for it and the marine life that inhabits it. I
thoroughly
understand and agree with wanting to protect our ocean and to have protected
areas to study the impact our interaction has on this ocean. However with such
a large and complex document (548 pages) regarding DEIR and the MLPA and it's
proposed areas of protection I respectfully would like to request to extend the
review period on the South Coast Region Environmental Report (DEIR) from 45
days to
90 days.  The MPLA’s proposal will have huge impacts on my recreational
activities and my way of life, Please consider the extensions for time to
review and comment on the DEIR document, thank you.

Sincerely

Matthew Herrera

Ca. resident & US citizen

310-831-0160

1139 W 22nd st

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT370.htm

Form Letter A4
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Subject: Extend DEIR Review to 90 Days
From: Volker Hoehne
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 17:54:00
To: "MLPAComments" <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

I am a spearfisherman, fisherman, boater and diver. I spent over 100 days on
the water last year, much of it on my own boat, I spent over $15,000 on
equipments, fees, and activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years
to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document.

Given the complexity, importance, and sheer magnitude of the DEIR, a 90-day
review and comment period is not only warranted, but necessary.

Volker Hoehne
Cell 619-994-4175, 
1828 Coast Blv. 
Del Mar CA 92014
v_hoehne@hotmail.com

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT381.htm
Attachment: Mime717.822

Form Letter A5
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Subject: Extend DEIR Review to 90 Days
From: mekman_99
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 16:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

John Narasaki
5911 Fremont Circle
Camarillo, CA 93012-4318

September 23, 2010

California Fish and Game Commission
1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box 944209
Sacramento, CA 94244-2090

Dear California Fish and Game Commission:

I am writing to urge you to extend the comment period on the South Coast 
Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 
days.

I am a kayak fisherman and spend about 40 weekends per year on the water 
with my son. We spend about $1,000 per year on this sport in California.

The MLPA process will negatively impact kayak fishing in the California 
waters.

The DEIR is complex and people need more time to review it.

I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on the 
South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 
days to 90 days.

Sincerely,

John Narasaki

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: Mime1008.822

Form Letter A6
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Subject: extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
From: bermshotbill
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 08:15:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

To: fgc@fgc.ca.gov

Re: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days

Dear Sirs:

I am a fisherman, I fish roughly 1-2 times per week. I spend hundreds of
dollars per year supporting this sport and its wildlife through licenses and
taxes.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years
to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45
days to 90 days. 

Sincerely,
Bill Erholtz
9435 Wheatlands Ct Ste I

Santee, CA 92071
619-448-3512

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT399.htm
Attachment: Mime862.822

Form Letter A7
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Subject: extention on the comment period for South Coast Study Region Draft
Environmental Impact Report from 45 to 90 days
From: Todd Peirce
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 11:02:00
To: FGC, 'fgc@fgc.ca.gov'
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sirs:

I am a kayak fisherman and boater.  I spent 20 - 25 days on the ocean water
last year.  I spent over $7000 last year on equipment, fees and vacation that
directly related to ocean sports in Southern California.

The South Coast MLPA process impacts my recreational opportunities as a kayak
fisherman and my ability to enjoy the ocean with my family.  The closures that
will be put in place deserve careful study.

The DEIR is a complex 548 page document that is a very important part of the
process.  With the commitments I have as a father and work commitments I need
time to review and formulate comments in response to this complex document.

I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on the South
Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 to 90 days.
Thank you,

Todd Peirce
16243 Sun Summit Dr
Riverside CA 92503
951 743-6518

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT406.htm
Attachment: Mime907.822

Form Letter A8
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Subject: Re: Extend comment period South Coast Study Region Draft 
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Maurizio A. Mangini
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 18:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Re: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days

Dear Sirs:

I request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days

I am a spearfisherman, also a fisherman, motor boater and scubadiver.

I spend at least an average of 8 hours per week on the ocean.

I spend at least an average of $10,000.00 per year in ocean recreation and
related activities.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational
opportunities and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the
ocean for years to come. As such it deserves careful study.

The DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part of
this process.  I need sufficient time to review and formulate comments in
response to this complex document, and the current 45 days review period is
not sufficient. 

I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on the South
Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to
90 days.

Maurizio A. Mangini

Form Letter A9
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2371 Spruce St.

Carslbad, CA 92008

760-434-5990

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT382.htm
Attachment: Mime721.822

294



Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast 
Study Region DEIR.
From: matt burnes
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 19:40:00
To: "MLPAComments" <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sirs:

I am a diver, free-diver and a spear fisherman. I have been diving since
November 2008.  In that time I have spent well over $14,000 on training,
equipment and charters locally.

The South Coast MLPA process impacts my ability to enjoy my recreational
activities.  It also closes parts of the ocean for many years to come. As
such it deserves careful study.

Further the DEIR is a complex 548 page document that is a very important
part of this process.  I need time to review and formulate comments in
response to this complex document.

In conclusion,  I respectfully request to extend the review and comment
period on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report
from 45 to 90 days.

Matt Burnes
8531 Alpine Ave.
San Diego,  Ca 91941
619 520 7082

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT464.htm
Attachment: Mime1029.822

Form Letter A10
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast 
Study RegionDraft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Joseph Kalawi
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 16:30:00
To: "MLPAComments" <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sirs or Madams:

I am a spearfisherman, fisherman, and scuba diver. I spent many of my
weekends in the water last year, much of it in Southern California.  By my
tally, I spent over $2,000 on equipments, fees, and activities related to
ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational
opportunities and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the
ocean for years to come. As such it deserves careful study.  Further, the
DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part of this
process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to this
complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period
on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
from 45 days to 90 days.

Regards,
Joe Kalawi
615 Knoxville Street,
Huntington Beach, CA 92648.
714 281 9415

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Fwd: request to extend the comment period on the South 
Coast Study RegionDraft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 
45 days to 90 days
From: Susan Ashcraft
Date: Tue, 28 Sep 2010 16:40:00
To: "Horeczko, Michelle" <MHoreczk@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "Napoli, Thomas" <TNapoli@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

****NOTE NEW CONTACT INFORMATION*******

Susan Ashcraft
Senior Marine Biologist 
Supervisor - Marine Protected Areas
California Dept. of Fish and Game
1812 Ninth Street  |  Sacramento, CA 95811
Tel (916) 445-6451  |  Cell (650) 222-9036  |  Fax (916) 445-6458
sashcraft@dfg.ca.gov  |  www.dfg.ca.gov 

“Pursuant to Governor’s Executive Order S-12-10, I will be out of the
office on the second, third and fourth Friday of each month

>>> < jeffsporcich@verizon.net > Thu, 23 Sep 10, 6:15 PM >>>
Dear Sirs,

     I am a spearfisherman, fisherman, kayaker and diver.  I spend numerous
days on our coastal waters every year and have spent and continue spending
thousand of dollars every year on equipment and activities related to my ocean
activities.

     The South Coast MLPA impacts all ocean users in particular those that
utilize the resource for recreational fishing and spearfishing.  The closures
that will come from the decisions made will close many areas for many years and
severely impact my and my families ability to enjoy the ocean.  Therefore, a
detailed and thorough study of all information must be made.

     As you know the DEIR is a complex 548 page document that is critical in
this process.  I need time to review it and formulate comments that will
address the concerns I have regarding this complex document and process.  I am
merely a citizen of this state and work long hours to provide for me and my
family.  I cannot devote whole days to the reading such a complex document and
formulate comments while working long hours every day.

     I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on the
South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days
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to 90 days. 

Thank you,
Jeff Sporcich
1235 E Sycamore Street
Anaheim, Ca. 92805
(714) 603-7475
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Subject: Re: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast 
Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Ian McColl
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 16:05:00
To: "MLPAComments" <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sirs:

I am a spearfisherman, fisherman, boater and diver. I spent over 30 days on
the water last year, much of it on my own boat. By my tally, I spent over
$10,000 on equipments, fees, and activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational
opportunities and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the
ocean for years to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important
part of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in
response to this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period
on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
from 45 days to 90 days. 

Ian McColl
637 Neptune Ave. Encinitas CA 92024
Surfinvestor Inc.
Pacifica Properties and Mortgage
cell (760) 420-0195 
fax (760) 452-7577

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: South Coast study
From: roadx
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 16:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

I'm requesting to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days.

I'm a kayak fisherman and also free dive and spend a lot of time on the 
water. a rush to change(s) is not good for the many people that enjoy 
the sport of fishing and the use of public lands.
  This does not only effect fishing and diving but also effects local 
shops are dependent on our needs.

All im asking to get all the facts before any rush to judgment.The DEIR 
is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part of this 
process. A 45 day extension doesn't seem unreasonable due to this may 
have a hugh impact on the public.

Thanks

Steve Harkleroad
3622 Mabon Pl
San Diego Ca 92117

619-980-2087

_______________________________________________________
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FGC - Extend DEIR review period 

From:    Chris Lupin <christopherlupin@yahoo.com>
To:    <fgc@fgc.ca.gov>, <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
Date:    9/22/2010 6:35 PM
Subject:   Extend DEIR review period

Dear Sirs, 

My name is Chris Lupin and I am an avid spearfisherman and angler from Southern California. My 
home is in Orange County and I frequently dive and fish in Laguna beach, and I attend school at 
Pepperdine University, diving and fishing at Point Dume regularly. I spend between 2,000-3,000 dollars 
each year on this passion, and I spend at least 100 days each year in or on the water. 

I have been concerned that this process has been rushed along, as it will greatly affect my future. Finally 
it seems as if our calls to slow down have been heard. The DEIR is an enormous document, and I have 
not had ample time to fully go through it to comment on aspects that will affect me for the rest of my 
life. 45 extra days will help Southern California's fishermen and environmentalists to better understand 
this complex documents, so that our comments will better help the Fish and Game Commission during 
this process. 

I ask that the comment and review period on the DEIR be extended from 45 to 90 days. 

Thank you, 

Chris Lupin 
22991 Tiagua 
Mission Viejo, CA 92692 
949-468-8131

Page 1 of 1
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Subject: MLPA
From: tburton4
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 16:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

To: fgc@fgc.ca.gov

Re: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days

Dear Sirs:

I am a fisherman. I spent over 40 days on the water last year, much of it on my
own kayak. By my tally, I spent over $4K on equipments, fees, and activities
related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years
to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45
days to 90 days. 

Todd Burton
14598 Vintage Drive
San Diego, CA 92129
619-338-2038

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the DEIR, South coast 
study region report from 45 to 90 days
From: Rob Engquist
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 17:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
To whom it may concern, 

I am a fisherman, boater and diver. I spend a signifigant amount of time on the 
local waterways, and I spend a great deal of my available funds on this 
recreation that is my right to enjoy.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities 
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years 
to come. As such it deserves careful study.

The DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part of this 
process. I need time to review and respond to this complex document.

I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on the South 
Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 
days.

Thank you,

Rob Engquist
4540 Glacier ave #1
San Diego CA 92120
619-865-3699

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT461.htm
Attachment: Mime1019.822

Form Letter A17

309



 

310



Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days 
From: Kevin Nakada
Date: Fri, 24 Sep 2010 21:54:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sirs:

I am a fisherman and boater. I spent over 100 days on the water last year, much
of it on my own boat. By my tally, I spent over $3,000 on equipments, fees, and
activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years
to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45
days to 90 days. 

Kevin Nakada
9236 Ronda Ave,
San Diego, CA 92123.
858-336-6852

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 
From: Adez, Roger
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 10:39:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Ladies and Gentlemen;

I am a fisherman and  boater who has grown up on our oceans . I spent
over 100 days on the water last year, much of it on my own boat as well
as boats owned by mutual friends. By my tally, I have spent over
$5,000.00 on equipment, fees, and activities related to ocean sports and
boating.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational
opportunities and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of
the ocean for years to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very
important part of this process. I need time to review and formulate
comments in response to this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment
period on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days. 

Respectfully,

Roger Adez
13090 Arapaho Rd
Etiwanda, Ca 91739

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: 

This email and any attachments are for the exclusive and confidential
use of the named intended recipient(s) and may be legally privileged.
Any review, re-transmission, dissemination or any other use of its
contents, or taking of any action in reliance upon this information by
persons and/or entities other than the named intended recipient(s) is
strictly prohibited.  If you have received this communication in error,
please send this communication back to the sender, disregard its
contents, and promptly delete the original message and any copy of it
from your computer systems. Thank you.
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Billy
Date: Fri, 24 Sep 2010 02:32:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sir,
I am a recreational fisherman from San Diego. I spend a great deal of time on
the water, approximately 100 days per year ocean. I own both a boat and kayak
and spend thousands of dollars in my local community on related equipment and
fees.
 The MLPA process will severely impact and restrict my recreational
opportunities for many years to come. It deserves careful study and
consideration.
I need additional time to review the DEIR document so that I may comment on its
content.
I am requesting an extension of the review and comment period on the South
Coast Region Draft Environmental Impact Report from 45 days to 90 days.
Respectfully,
William Vitale4401 Cadden WaySan Diego, Ca. 92117858-273-3590

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Murray, Ken               HS
Date: Fri, 24 Sep 2010 09:35:00
To: "MLPAComments" <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
cc: "Murray, Doug" <doug@murrays.com>
_______________________________________________________
To Whom it may concern,

I am a spearfisherman, fisherman, boater, surfer and diver. I spent over 60
days on the water this year, much of it on my families boat. By my tally, we
have spent over $20,000 on equipment, fees, and activities related to ocean
sports in the last year.

The South Coast MLPA process immensely impacts my lifestyle of recreational
opportunities and my ability to enjoy the ocean. I have deep concerns over the
large areas of the ocean that will be likely closed forever. As such it
deserves careful study.

The DEIR is a long complex document that needs to be reviewed in detail. We
need time to review and form comments in response to this important document.

We would like to request to extend the review period on the South Coast Region
Environmental Report(DEIR) from 45 to 90 days.

Thank you for your time, 

Ken Murray

Kidde Dual Spectrum

Mechanical Engineer

Military Systems

Goleta, CA 93117

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Kevin & Shannon
Date: Fri, 24 Sep 2010 13:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sirs:

I am a fisherman and have I spent over over 60 days on the water last year, all
of it fishing from my kayak. By my tally, I spent several thousands dollars on
equipments, fees, and activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. As it also closes for years to come parts of
the ocean I currently enjoy spending time on, I feel it deserves careful study
before any decision is made.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. Therefore, I need time to review and formulate comments in
response to this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45
days to 90 days.

Sincerely,

Kevin LaPierre
31291 Summerhill Court
Coto de Caza, CA  92679
949-589-9104

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Larry Laumann
Date: Fri, 24 Sep 2010 21:44:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Dear Sirs,

I'm an avid ocean fisherman and recreational kayaker who spent 30+ days on
the water last year on my kayak in the ocean. I have spent at least $4,000
on equipment, fees, and activities related to ocean sports in the last two
years.  I live near the beach at WindanSea, and, my wife and young daughters
enjoy recreation on the ocean as well on their weekends.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts our recreational
opportunities, and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of
our ocean for years to come. As such, it deserves careful study.

I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on the South
Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to
90 days.  The DEIR is a complex, 548-page document that is a very important
part of our process and I hope that you can understand my concern.

Best Regards,

  Larry Laumann

    308 Palomar Ave.

    La Jolla, CA   92037

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 
From: John Kozick
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 19:57:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Dear Sirs:

I am a fisherman who has fished the southern
California waters for over 50 years.  I
spent over 25 days on the water last year at various sites along the so cal
coast.  I spent over $2,500 on equipments, fees, and
activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years
to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45
days to 90 days. 

John Kozick

20095 Providence

Lake Forest, CA 92630

(949) 581-4618
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
RegionDraft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Samuel Popescu
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 16:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sirs:

I am an avid fisherman and I spent at least one day a week on the
water, much of it on my kayak. I have spent well over a few thousand
dollars on my new kayak and plan to spend much more on my fishing
gear, vehicle and misc. activities in order to

continue enjoying this hobby on the ocean.

The South Coast MLPA process is putting a huge burden on, not only
myself, but also many of my friends' ability to enjoy the ocean and
what it offers. This process is will be closing parts of the ocean for
years to come and will be a huge factor and

stopping me from doing what I love and spending much of my disposable
income on ocean activities. I would like to have more of my free time
to study this report so that I may see how it will affect my
recreational activities.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very
important part of this process. I need time to review and formulate
comments in response to this complex document.

As a result, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment
period on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact
Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days.

Samuel Popescu
13231 Foxley Dr.
Whittier, CA
90602
562-900-7457

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
RegionDraft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Greg Huber
Date: Fri, 24 Sep 2010 10:16:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sirs:

I am a kayak fisherman. I spent over 20 days on the water last year. By my
tally, I spent over $1,000 on equipments, fees, and activities related to
ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational
opportunities and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the
ocean for years to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important
part of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in
response to this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period
on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
from 45 days to 90 days.

Greg Huber
982 Monserate Ave
Chula Vista, Ca. 91911

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT479.htm
Attachment: Mime1068.822

Form Letter A26

327



 

328



Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study 
RegionDraft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: Jason Goode
Date: Thu, 23 Sep 2010 12:37:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________
Dear Sir or Madam,

I’ve been a fisherman throughout my entire life. I spend at least 20 days on
the water each year, doing the things that bring my family and me joy and
togetherness: fishing and boating. Last year alone, I spent over $2,000 on
equipment, license fees, lodging, guides, etc., related to fishing. This
does not include the hundreds of dollars spent by my friends and family on
fishing related gifts for me.

The currently proposed implementation of the South Coast Marine Life
Protection Act  (MLPA) will have far reaching consequences, and may
negatively impact our economy and  ability to enjoy the ocean for many
years.

The 548-page Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) is an important part
of this process. I require more time to evaluate and respond to this complex
document. Therefore, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment
period on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report
from 45 to 90 days.

Sincerely,

Jason Goode

2011 Mission Ave

San Diego, CA 92116

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: daniel joline
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 09:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

I am a spear fisherman, and free diver.
  I spent over 25 days on the waterjust this summer, much of it from beach
launch points. i roughly,  I spent over $3,400 on equipment, fees, and 
activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational 
opportunities and my  ability to enjoy the ocean.  It also closes parts 
of the ocean for years to come.  As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very 
important part of this process.  I need time to review and formulate 
comments in response to this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment 
period on the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report
 (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days.

Daniel Joline

3724 daisy dr.,

Chino Hills, CA 91709
909-973-4866

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: ryan sweeney
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 12:10:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Dear Sirs:

I am a spearfisherman, fisherman, boater and diver. I spent 1-2 days per week
on the water throughout most of last year, some on my own boat and much of it
diving from shore based locations. I have spent somewhere in the neighborhood
of $6000 on equipment, fees, and activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years
to come. A topic with such importance to the lifestyle of so many southern
californians and tourists deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45
days to 90 days. 

Ryan Sweeney2128 Thomas Ave. #6San Diego, CA 92109562.397.6424

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study
Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days
From: paul birmele
Date: Sat, 25 Sep 2010 12:23:00
To: "MLPAComments" <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

To: fgc@fgc.ca.gov and MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov

Re: Request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region Draft
Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days

Dear Sirs:

I am a spearfisherman, fisherman, boater and diver. I spent over 60 days on the
water last year, much of it beach diving. By my tally, I spent over $9450 on
equipments, fees, and activities related to ocean sports.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational opportunities
and my ability to enjoy the ocean. It also closes parts of the ocean for years
to come. As such it deserves careful study.

Further, the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
of this process. I need time to review and formulate comments in response to
this complex document.

Accordingly, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45
days to 90 days. 

Paul Birmele2220 Ocean Park Blvd. Apt. CSanta Monica, CA90405310 883-8102

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Request to extend the DEIR from 45 days to 90 days
From: Michael Eberhardt
Date: Fri, 24 Sep 2010 11:16:00
To: "MLPAComments" <MLPAComments@dfg.ca.gov>
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

This letter is being sent from 6715 E La Marimba St. Long Beach, CA 90815.

 My name is Michael Eberhardt, and I have been fishing my entire lifetime.
In this last year alone, I spent over 30 days on the water in the ocean of
our California coastline fishing.  I have documentation (receipts, etc)
showing that I have spent well over $2,000 in the last ten months on my
fishing excursions on our coastline. I know for certain my documentation
falls well short of the actual dollar amount spent--by my estimation, it
must be closer to $5,000 in gas, fishing equipment, boating expenses, etc.

I recently heard that the MLPA process will be closing some of the spots I
have been fishing since birth, and I'd be lying if I said this did not upset
me very much.  I can ensure that these closures will mean me spending less
money here in California and more across the border in Mexico, where I can
still fish the same places I did as a child.

I am asking you to consider the closed areas more carefully, as they likely
will not open anytime in the foreseeable future.  *As such, I humbly request
that the review and comment period of the DEIR (South Coast Study Region
Draft Environmental Impact Report) be extended from 45 to 90 days, so that
more people may take the time to comprehend this staggering document.

*Sincerely,

Michael Eberhardt
949 378 2626

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: South Coast MLPA Review Extension
From: Daniel Hunsaker
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 13:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

To whom it may concern,
I request to extend the comment period on the South Coast Study Region 
Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from 45 days to 90 days. Please
thoughtfully consider this.

I'm a spearfisherman and diver. I was in the ocean today at 6am to spearfish. I
saw a 30-40lb White Sea Bass, but it was out of range. I've spent 40-50 days in
the ocean last year and even more this year. I've spent anywhere from
$1500-2000 just since I started spearfishing 3 years ago. I used to hate the
ocean and didn't enjoy the beach before I started spearfishing. Now I can't
imagine living more than an hour from the ocean. My wife wants to move outside
of California. Spearfishing has become my life and the propose closures will
definitely impact my decision as to whether we stay in California or move
somewhere else. I started Orange County's Freediving and Spearfishing Club this
year and we have close to 50 members and growing. Our club is committed to
teaching sustainable spearfishing and personal stewardship of our oceans. We've
had beach and underwater reef cleanups as well as club meeting lectures
dedicated to sustainable take. We've given back
 to the community through our events and it feels like the community isn't
giving anything back to us, but actually taking away from us via the proposed
South Coast closures.

The South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my recreational 
opportunities and my ability to enjoy the ocean.  It also closes parts
 of the ocean for years to come and it deserves careful study.

The DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very important part
 of this process. I need more time to review and formulate comments in 
response to this complex document.  Between a full-time job, family,
volunteering 10-15 hrs a week between 2 non-profit organizations, I barely have
time to sleep - let alone get through this huge document in such a short time.

I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on 
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the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 
from 45 days to 90 days. For such an important process that will impact our
oceans, coast lines, state and local economies, there should be more time for
review so we get this right.

Daniel Hunsaker
1030 W MacArthur Blvd #144
Santa Ana CA 92707
949-554-8746

Danny Hunsaker
GRAPHIC DESIGNER
CELL: 949-554-8746
www.danielhunsaker.com
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Subject: South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) 
From: David R. Russell
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 08:45:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

Ladies and Gentlemen,

As an avid ocean user (surfer, fisherman, boater, spear fisherman) and
father of two young boys who will hopefully be able to grow up enjoying the
wonderful waters of the Pacific Ocean like I have done, I am writing this
brief email to request that you consider extending the comment period on the
South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).

Although I don't think a price tag can be accurately put on the value of
continued access to our backyard (the ocean), I would estimate that each
year my family spends on the order or $5,000 to $7,000 on our recreational
ocean activites, equipment to do so, and fees to the State and local tour
bout operators. 

As we all know, the South Coast MLPA process materially impacts my
recreational opportunities and my family's ability to enjoy the ocean. It
also closes parts of the ocean for years to come. As such it deserves
careful study.

By all accounts the DEIR is a complex 548-page document that is a very
important part of this process. I and many others like me need time to
review and formulate comments in response to this complex document.

As such, I respectfully request to extend the review and comment period on
the South Coast Study Region Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from
45 days to 90 days. 

David R. Russell

4930 Emelene Street

San Diego, California 92109

858-336-5394

David R. Russell 
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Principal Geologist 
CHRISTIAN WHEELER ENGINEERING 
3980 Home Avenue 
San Diego, CA 92105 
(619) 550-1700 office 
(619) 550-1701 fax 

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: paulhobi
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 14:06:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 2:06 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document that has been in circulation for
one month.   With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central
study regions already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and
Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one step closer to
completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network
will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to
continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all
Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this historic
conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians, both present
and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Paul Hobi
 860 11th Street
 Arcata, California 94225
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SOUTH COAST MARINE PROTECTED AREAS PROJECT 
FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT 

 

P:\28907149 RLFF South Coast MPA EIR\600 DLVR\601 - URS Prepared\__FEIR 11-2010\`Vol 4` Comments and Responses\Responses\08_Form Letter Responses Compiled.doc 33 

Responses to Form Letter B 

Response to Comment FLB-1: Comment noted. See text provided in the preamble 
of this section on the 15-day extension that was granted by the Commission. No changes to 
the Draft EIR are required. 

Response to Comment FLB-2: Comment noted. No changes to the Draft EIR are 
required. 

Response to Comment FLB-3: The Commission agrees that substantial public, 
stakeholder, and agency participation was provided throughout the development process of 
the proposed Project. Further information on the process is provided in Section 2.0 of the 
EIR. No changes to the Draft EIR are required. 

345



346



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mark
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 14:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 2:55 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mark Reback
 1606 N. Avenue 55
 Los Angeles, California 90042-1107
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Attachment: TEXT40.htm

Form Letter B2

347



Attachment: Mime42.822

348



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jennfeinberg
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 14:56:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 2:56 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jenn Eckerle
 P.O. Box 1394
 Santa Barbara, California 93102
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ssekich
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 14:56:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 2:56 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Stefanie Sekich Quinn 
 6253 Caminito Basilio
 San Diego , California 92107
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: neofinholt
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:02 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tom Finholt
 212 Timber Wind Dr.
 Wildwood, Missouri 63011
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: haliewahine
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:04:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:04 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Halie Schmidt
 650 Obispo Ave. #3
 Long Beach, California 90814
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: neofinholt
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 14:59:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 2:59 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tom Finholt
 212 Timber Wind Dr.
 Wildwood, Missouri 63011
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mommalynne
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:00:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:00 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Peggie Lynne Morris
 1761 Cottonwood Drive
 Vista, California 92081
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: fanning_barbara
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:02 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Barbara Fanning
 279 Rosebay Dr
 Encinitas, California 92024
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lmdixson26
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:05 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 lisa dixson
 2850 searidge dr
 malibu, California 90265
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: designs4he
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:07:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:07 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Theresa
 Temple City, California 91780
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jenjens75
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:07:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:07 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jen Smith
 22631 Pacific Coast Highway
 # 535
 Malibu, California 90265
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: dbajmf
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:07:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:07 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 John Franzen
 3766 Bentwood Cove Dr.
 Apison, Tennessee 37302
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: gail_e_l
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:09:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:09 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 gail e lichtman
 46 randolph st 1w
 yonkers, New York 10705
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: francesca.koe
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:14:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:14 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 francesca koe
 2002 3rd street
 loft # 107
 san francsico, California 94107
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: robanddeb
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:10:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:10 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Robert Campbell
 Albuquerque, New Mexico 87104
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: delanceyay
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:11:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:11 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Apryl
 DeLancey
 5906 S Chariton Ave
 Los Angeles, Colorado 90056
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: tinkaviking
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:15:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:15 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kathinka McKeown
 pob 364
 Mokelumne Hill, California 95245
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: brusch
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:16:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:16 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Brian Rusch
 401 Justin Drive
 San Francisco, California 94112
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: brandiwomble
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:16:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:16 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 brandi womble
 2305 w 92nd ave #264
 denver, Colorado 80260
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: colleen
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:22:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:22 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Colleen Bednarz
 423 Darwin St
 Santa Cruz, California 95062
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Seahorse
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:25 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: Sincerely, we don't have a moment
to lose....Please keep the existing timeline for the protection of
California's amazing coastal resources...Remember the hundreds of
starving pelicans?  Be brave, step forward in support of our
MLPA...for all the creatures of our planet...including us and our
children. As a Californian, I care deeply about the health of our
state’s coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing today
to respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools for
protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  But while the MLPA is
globally significant in its call for a statewide network of MPAs, the
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those goals is
also unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 
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 T.W. White-Henry Ph.D
 284 Del Mesa Carmel
 Carmel, California 93923
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: seaking
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:31:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:31 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Cheryl Ann King
 1765 Vallejo Street
 #5
 San Francisco, California 94123
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: seadana
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:28:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:28 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dana Murray
 1021 20th St. #A
 Santa Monica, California 90403
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: woodland832
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:31:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:31 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 paul michael hagen
 832 woodland dr. 
 sierra  madre, California 91024
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: leeleigh72
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:31:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:31 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kelly Mitchell
 6374 Carter St
 Chino, California 91710
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: christine.robertson
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:32:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:32 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Christine Robertson
 2913 Maple Avenue
 Manhattan Beach, California 90266
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: philoosterhouse
Date: Sat, 25 Sep 2010 20:19:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 25, 2010 8:19 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Phil Oosterhouse
 237 Palos Verdes Dr W
 Pls Vrds Est, California 90274-1326
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: danielle
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:38:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:38 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Danielle Kaplan
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mohaganbev
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:39:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:39 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Beverly Bonney
 1643 Manzana way
 San Diego, California 92139
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: yellowsunocean
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:43:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:43 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tina Grasse
 4675 Allingham Dr.
 White Lake, Michigan 48383
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: gstadnik
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:43:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:43 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 George Stadnik
 24-66 44 Street
 Astoria, New York 11103-2002
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ngresonance
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:45:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:45 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Timothy Lawnicki
 20309 Thornlake Ave.
 Lakewood, California 90715

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT71.htm

Form Letter B33

409



Attachment: Mime73.822

410



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: joanmalloch
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:44:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:44 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Joan Malloch
 4384 Le Bourget Avenue
 Culver City, California 90232
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: eightof1975
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:42:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:42 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Martin Guelich
 4822 Tiara Dr. # 204
 Huntington Beach, California 92649
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: thedix
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 15:58:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 3:58 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Bruce Dixon
 2118 Spaulding Ave #2
 Berkeley, California 94703
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: marvin_kimble
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:08:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:08 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 marvin kimblr
 6 ebony glade 
 Laguna Niguel, California 92677
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: pvsurfa
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:06:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:06 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Paloma
 5068 Santa Monica Ave
 San Diego, California 92107
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: circleofsongs
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:11:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:11 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jenna Leigh
 Santa Monica, California 90402
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: agriesbach
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:18:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:18 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Amanda Griesbach
 1246 N Hayworth Ave. #109
 West Hollywood, California 90046
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kirstenjames
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:21 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kirsten James
 1419 15th Street, #3
 Santa Monica, California 90404
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: amaron
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:22:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:22 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 amber maron
 244 Ruth Ave
 Venice, California 90291
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: meredithmc
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:26:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:26 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Meredith McCarthy
 1843 19th St
 Apt A
 santa monica , California 90404
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: diego_lane
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:23:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:23 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 James Alamillo
 3404 Fay Ave
 Culver City, California 90232
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: suesdragon
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:25 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Wonda Santilena
 8201 S. 3rd Ave.
 Inglewood, California 90305
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: tara.publicmail
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:27:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:27 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tara Crow
 1563 Michael Ln
 Pacific Palisades, California 90272
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: wyamiller
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:29:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:29 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Wyatt Miller
 3384 McLaughlin Ave
 Los Angeles, California 90066
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: zanze
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:30 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Denise Zanze
 Mill Valley, California 94941

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT86.htm

Form Letter B48

439



Attachment: Mime88.822

440



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: epratt
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:35:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:35 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Emily Pratt
 , California 90401
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: tfoote9
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:36:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:36 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Thomas B. Foote Jr.
 263 Maureen St
 PO Box 483
 Dickeyville, Wisconsin 53808
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sairag
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:37:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:37 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Saira Gandhi
 831 Camino Tierra Santa
 Camarillo, California 93010
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: la_chilillo
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:40:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:40 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 mago marchina
 Chula Vista, California 91910
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: rafdobrowolski
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:42:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:42 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Rafal Dobrowolski
 3544 Del Rey St.
 Apt. #4
 San Diego, California 92109
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: fallhardmemoir
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:46:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:46 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tanya Schroeder
 Long Beach, California 90803
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Hallie
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:47 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Hallette Fletcher Luedtke
 1031 E. James E. Roger Way # 214
 Tucson, Arizona 85750
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: acarrera
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:50:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:50 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Antonio Carrera
 16321 Pacific Coast Hwy #90
 pacific Palisades, California 90272
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ameeart
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:51:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:51 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Amee Penso
 26272 Via Juanita 
 Mission Viejo, California 92691
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: nickfash22
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:51:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:51 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Nick Fash
 5194 sunlight pl
 los angeles, California 90016
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: crsasurfco
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:52:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:52 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Chad Parson
 6005 s leyden st 
 centenneial , Colorado 80111
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ehmcg2
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 16:53:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 4:53 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Edward McGuigan
 69787 Camino Pacifico
 Rancho Mirage, California 92270
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: t1rogers
Date: Sun, 03 Oct 2010 10:43:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Oct 3, 2010 10:43 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tyler Rogers
 326 Juniper St. Apt.319
 San Diego, California 92101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: wisprnsoul
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:02 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dana Barancik
 2064 E. Russell Rd. 
 Las Vegas , Nevada 89119
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: silvermola
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:04:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:04 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Vicki W
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: silvermola
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:05 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Vicki Wawerchak
 1439 S Saltair Ave #18
 Los Angeles, California 90025
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: geologistbryan
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:06:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:06 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Bryan Murran
 1021 20th St
 Santa Monica, California 90403
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jenniferm
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:17:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:17 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 jennifer malone
 7741 el manor
 Apt #
 Caucasian / White, California 90045
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: brianmeux
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:20:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:20 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Brian
 12409 Texas Ave, #5
 Los Angeles, California 90025

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: meaganwylie
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:21 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Meagan Wylie
 1293 Trieste Drive
 San Diego, California 92107
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: terry
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:21 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 terry goss
 san francisco, California 94122
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: anazzal
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:23:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:23 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Amanda Nazzal
 1809 Pepper Tree Drive
 Colton, California 92324
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: helen
Date: Thu, 30 Sep 2010 10:34:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 30, 2010 10:34 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Helen Albriht
 1704 Mandeville Ln
 Los Angeles, California 90049
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: solanasam2000
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:30 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Samuel Pashcal Lee, Jr.
 545 Sweet Pea Place
 Encinitas, California 92024

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mattpivetti
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:31:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:31 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Matt Pivetti
 PO Box 925
 Cardiff, California 92007
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: celiacj2
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:37:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:37 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 celia c.j. solis
 4252 bonita road #372
 bonita 
 ca, California 91902
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ShanonKPRIFM
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:46:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:46 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Shanon
 , California 92109
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: alcottsara
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 17:58:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 5:58 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sara Alcott
 1513 Berkeley St #1
 Santa Monica, California 90404
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: larryw7
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 18:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 6:21 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Larry White
 1308 Alabama St
 Huntington Beach, California 92648
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: fredrinne
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 18:40:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 6:39 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 fred rinne
 642 cayuga ave.
 san francisco, California 94112
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ryanhyoung+action
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 19:24:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 7:24 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ryan Young
 San Francisco, California 94115
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Gmixxed
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 19:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 7:25 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Giancarlo Pia
 2432 E Street
 San Diego, California 92102
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Gmixxed
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 19:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 7:25 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Giancarlo Pia
 2432 E Street
 San Diego, California 92102
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jimdale
Date: Wed, 29 Sep 2010 12:53:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 29, 2010 12:53 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 James D.Dale
 P.O.Box 690
 Summerland, California 93067
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ladydmagg
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 20:00:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 8:00 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 sheila mcsherry
 2714 san ramon dr.
 rancho palos verdes, California 90275
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: gregorsnider
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 20:17:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 8:17 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Gregor Snider
 2432 Sandwich Ct
 Crofton, Maryland 21114
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sld23
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 20:19:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 8:19 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sandra
 Dildine
 275 Cypress Dr. A
 Laguna Beach, California 92651

Form Letter B85

513



_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT123.htm
Attachment: Mime125.822

514



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: wwade
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 20:49:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 8:49 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I am concerned
what is happening to our ocean.  If we have a protected healthy ocean
it supports marine life, our coast ecosystem in ways that enhance life
for our planet .  We need you to continue to you maintain the current
timeline for implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and
deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life
Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean
protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools
for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  But while the MLPA is
globally significant in its call for a statewide network of MPAs, the
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those goals is
also unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Virginia R. Wade
 14233 Hanson Circle
 Mendocino,, California 95460
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jmbelles
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 20:49:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 8:49 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 James Belles
 201 S. Bayberry Street
 Orange, California 92869
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jnabegg
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 20:51:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 8:51 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Anna L. Begg
 39571 Sarah Dr
 Temecula, California 92591
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: losososlodge
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 20:52:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 8:52 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Pat Lodge
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: tamhas
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 20:58:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 8:58 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tamhas Joseph Griffith
 612 E Street
 Martinez, California 94553
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: avaga
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 21:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 9:55 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ana A Gutierrez
 4026 Palm Avenue
 San Diego, California 92154
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: britnieseller
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 22:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 10:30 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 britni eseller
 2159 Clairton Place
 San Diego, California 92154
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: fteng8
Date: Fri, 17 Sep 2010 23:29:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 17, 2010 11:29 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Fiona Teng
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: byrdchit
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 00:12:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 12:12 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Pacific Ocean citizen, I care
deeply about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mary Sakamoto
 P. O. Box 6246
 Kamuela, Hawaii 96743
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mail2itg
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 02:17:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 2:17 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kathy Jones
 3446 Kohler Road
 San Jose, California 95148
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sarahkrikstone
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 06:15:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 6:15 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sarah Krikstone
 600 Jackson St #319E
 Hoboken, New Jersey 07030
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: zeralon
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 08:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:05 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Zer Alon
 1717 Camino De La Costa
 Apt #5
 Redondo Beach , California 90277
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: supersara941
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 08:11:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:11 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 sara garevich
 3264 via grande
 sacramento, California 95825
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jgeever
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 08:19:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:19 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Joe Geever
 8117 W Manchester Ave
 #297
 Playa del Rey, California 90293
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: c.maehr
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 08:23:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:23 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Carol Maehr
 701 Fernwood
 Monterey, California 93940
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mrsdoos
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 08:34:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:34 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kerri Mcgoldrick
 2269 Vestal St
 Castro Valley, California 94546
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: emy338
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 08:41:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:41 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Emy Mendoza
 338 Market Street #363
 San Jose, California 95112
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: btrueatsou
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 08:50:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:50 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Beatrice Arthur
 1106 2nd Street 836
 Encinitas, California 92024
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: greg
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 09:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 9:05 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Gregory Smith
 San Diego, California 92110
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: groovyinsd
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 09:12:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 9:12 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Virginia McWalters
 13363 Darview Lane
 San Diego, California 92129
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: didalk
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 09:31:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 9:31 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dida Kutz
 3116 Lake Dr. #20
 Marina, California 93933
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: danielserrano8
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 10:14:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 10:14 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lazaro D. Serrano
 14108 Goleta St.
 Arleta, California 91331
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: aljohnson.usc
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 10:19:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 10:19 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Anna Johnson
 PO Box 31
 Avalon, California 90704
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ginharmon
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 10:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 10:25 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ginger Harmon
 PO Box 22144
 Carmel, California 93922
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: MardoC333
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 10:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 10:55 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mardo Collins
 3 De Amaral Rd.
 Carmel Valley, California 93924
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ericMtlck
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 11:16:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 11:16 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 ERIC MATLOCK
 3 DEAN WAY
 CHICO, California 95926
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sarank
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 11:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 11:55 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: Keeping our ocean healthy will
keep us healthy. Just found out that over 50% of the oxygen we
breathe comes from the ocean, so keeping it safe keeps us safe too.
As a Californian, I care deeply about the health of our state’s
coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing today to
respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools for
protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  But while the MLPA is
globally significant in its call for a statewide network of MPAs, the
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those goals is
also unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Saran Kirschbaum
 Los Angeles, California 90035

Form Letter B112

567



_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT150.htm
Attachment: Mime152.822

568



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lee.myers.96
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 12:03:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 12:03 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lee Myers
 22804 Samuel Street
 Torrance, California 90505
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: aliotojoan
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 12:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 12:05 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Joan Alioto
 1318 Rosario St.
 Davis, California 95618
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Attachment: TEXT152.htm

Form Letter B114

571



Attachment: Mime154.822

572



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kimmerhi
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 12:17:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 12:17 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kimberly Ramos
 481 Trinidad St
 Morro Bay, California 93442-2957
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: woushi
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 13:39:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 1:39 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jennifer Mansfield
 3425 E. Chandler Blvd. Apt. 227
 Phoenix, Arizona 85048
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jwandje
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 14:44:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 2:44 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 joanne ratcliffe
 72 yankee point drive
 Carmel, California 93923
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: anjeabarr
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 15:12:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 3:12 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: Why would a northern Californian
want a southern California ocean preserve?  It's because what happens
in those waters affects our nearby waters as is the way of water. 
Ocean water is the source of the rain that brings us precious fresh
water.  Preserving the ocean ecosystem in a very real way preserves
us. As a Californian, I care deeply about the health of our state’s
coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing today to
respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools for
protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  But while the MLPA is
globally significant in its call for a statewide network of MPAs, the
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those goals is
also unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 
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 Antoinette Barrientos
 1030 West Olive Ave. #3
 Sunnyvale, California 94086
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kcgunby
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 16:39:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 4:39 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a 7th generation Californian, I
care deeply about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and
marine wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you
maintain the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.   I
was fortunate to grow up on Point Dume in Malibu, and I believe that
area needs to be protected NOW to ensure a healthy marine environment
for the future. I also speak for any other areas slated for adoption
in December. The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our
State’s most critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas
(MPAs) are essential tools for protecting our treasured marine
wildlife and ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future
generations.  But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call
for a statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process
set up to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide
effort to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of
deliberation and public comment by fishermen, conservationists,
divers, and scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57
public meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An
unprecedented level of planning and review over every issue related
to MPAs has already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network,
including an exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel
Islands, Central and North Central study regions already protected in
a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the
opportunity to get one step closer to completing the nation’s first
statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance ocean protection,
while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast. 
In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to
implement this historic conservation effort for the benefit of all
Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kimberley Corliss Gunby
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 812 Temple Ave.
 Long Beach, California 90804
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: amber_star_111
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 17:20:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 5:20 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Amber Burkey
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: damon.voltaire
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 17:43:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 5:43 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Damon Anthony Duval
 1320 Franklin St. #B
 Santa Monica, California 90404
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jingerw
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 20:42:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:42 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: I hope you will not delay your
decisions as to where to place marine protected areas in Southern
California.  It is important to me our oceans receive marine
protection  and the restoration of our coastal marine resources
begin. .As a Californian, I care deeply about the health of our
state’s coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing today
to respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools for
protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  But while the MLPA is
globally significant in its call for a statewide network of MPAs, the
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those goals is
also unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jinger Wallace
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 31952 Sunset Avenue
 Laguna Beach, , California 92651
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: neidinhenardpi1
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 20:48:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:48 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Neidin de la 
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: arkside
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 20:53:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:53 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Paul Gunby
 812 Temple
 Long Beach, California 90804
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: neidinhenardpi1
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 20:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:55 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Neidin Henard
 P.O.Box 4248
 Santa Cruz, California 95063
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: uliburgin
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 20:57:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 8:57 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ulrike Burgin
 6284 Avenida Cresta
 La Jolla, California 
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Attachment: TEXT164.htm

Form Letter B126

595



Attachment: Mime166.822

596



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sales
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 21:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 9:02 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Billy Arcila
 1341 E. Colorado Blvd
 Pasadena, California 91106
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: blueguru2001
Date: Sat, 18 Sep 2010 22:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 18, 2010 10:55 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Carolyn Jaques
 672 W Mountain View St
 Altadena, California 91001
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: central4000
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 07:10:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 7:10 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Deborah Castel
 PO Box 1087
 WLA, California 90213
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: marylgoeden
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 07:50:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 7:50 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mary L Goeden
 2520 New Haven Place
 Oxnard, California 93035-1226
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: scubabrick
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 08:00:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 8:00 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mark William Sturgeon
 175 Comanche
 Topanga, California 90290
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: songofeire
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 08:04:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 8:04 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Rosemary Bierbaum
 917 San Anselmo Ave. #5
 San Anselmo, California 94960
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: maheigan
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 09:26:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 9:26 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mairead Maheigan
 2609 Judah St Apt 9
 San Francisco, California 94122
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ajulie
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 10:33:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 10:33 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Julie Anderson
 2658 32nd St.
 Santa Monica , California 90405
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mjwuellner
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 11:10:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 11:10 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Margarita J. Wuellner
 30150 Morning View Drive
 Malibu, California 90265
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: poddukes
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 11:20:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 11:20 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Scott A Banuelos
 1829 Nantucket Pl
 Costa Mesa, California 92627
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lillycurlyandmom
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 11:22:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 11:22 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Susan Whitlock
 6444 Shady Springs Way 
 Citrus Heights, California 95621
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: rangergirllisa
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 11:46:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 11:46 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lisa Wilson
 PO Box 7810
 San Diego, California 92167
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sarasmiths
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 12:03:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 12:03 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sara Smith
 1720 Via Entrada
 Fallbrook, California 92028
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sorchasibeal
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 12:10:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 12:09 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 claire watson
 246 Peppertree Wy
 pittsburg, California 94565
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: noahschlager
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 12:27:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 12:27 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Noah Schlager
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: noahschlager
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 12:27:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 12:27 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Noah Schlager
 Tiburon, California 94920
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: dovejoans
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 12:44:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 12:44 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.   I am writing today to respectfully ask & urge you
maintain the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.  Thank you & peace, Dove

 Sincerely, 

 Dove
 P.O. Box 2322
 Santa Barbara, California 93120
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: hollygolden1
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 13:20:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 1:20 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Holly Golden
 1728 Whitley Ave
 Hollywood, California 90028
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jogutz
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 16:11:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 4:11 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jose L. Gutierrez
 4026 Palm Ave
 San Diego, California 92154-1738
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: smurray
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 18:01:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 6:01 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 samantha murray
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Rmartin55
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 18:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 6:05 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ryan Martin
 320 Alabama street #15
 San francisco, California 94110

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: pat.finlay
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 18:36:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 6:36 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 pat finlay
 1711 harvard street
 chula vista, California 91913
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: charlottemasarik
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 20:54:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 8:54 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Charlotte Masarik
 761 Oak Street
 Laguna Beach, California 92651
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: timothysinnott
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 22:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 10:21 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tim Sinnott
 4342 18th ST
 San Francisco, California 94114
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Attachment: TEXT188.htm

Form Letter B150

643



Attachment: Mime190.822

644



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: emilyutter
Date: Sun, 19 Sep 2010 23:40:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 19, 2010 11:40 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Emily Utter
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: gabrielaesq
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 06:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:30 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Gabriela Esquivel
 254 Rancho DR. Unit D
 Chula Vista, California 91911
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sarahdiringer
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 08:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 8:21 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sarah Diringer
 3365 1/2 Mentone
 Los Angeles, California 90034
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Attachment: TEXT191.htm

Form Letter B153

649



Attachment: Mime193.822

650



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: melanie
Date: Wed, 29 Sep 2010 11:10:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 29, 2010 11:10 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kelly Chapman Meyer
 27600 Pacific Coast Highway
 Malibu, California 90265
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lklifeart
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 09:18:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 9:18 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 lynette r. koftinow
 9 summerhill way
 san rafael, California 94903
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: rachael
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 09:19:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 9:19 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Rachael Hamilton
 3741 Merced Dr Unit #F-2
 Riverside, California 92503
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: katcahill
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 09:51:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 9:51 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kathleen Cahill
 11805 Pacific Avenue
 Los Angeles, California 90066
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: randiparent
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:17:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:17 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 randi parent
 1011 Euclid St. Unit D
 Santa Monica, California 90403
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: travis
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:21 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Travis Pritchard
 4341 Louisiana st
 San Diego, California 92104
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: gabe.solmer
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:22:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:22 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Gabriel Solmer
 San Diego, California 92117

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT198.htm

Form Letter B160

663



Attachment: Mime200.822

664



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: shannon.m.yee
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:25 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Shannon Yee
 4964 Brighton Ave
 San Diego, California 92107
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: univero99
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:28:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:28 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Veronica Lebron
 6454 Lexington Ave.
 Hollywood, California 90038
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: gabriele3rdst
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:28:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:28 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Gabriele Morgan
 2402 3rd Street #107
 Santa Monica, California 90405
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jeffarussell
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:29:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:29 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jeff Russell
 6413 Camino Ventosa
 San Clemente, California 92673
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: tracey.kleber
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:30 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tracey Kleber
 345 South Anita Ave
 Los Angeles, Colorado 90049
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Doctordavisod
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:29:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:29 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Christine Davis 
 1022 burga loop
 Chula vista , California 91910
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: megabeth
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:34:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:34 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Beth Ryan
 5221 Cartwright Ave., Apt. 4
 North Hollywood, California 91601
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: terumi.toyoshima
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:34:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:34 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Terumi Toyoshima
 Los Angeles, California 90034
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Jeannaranae
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:35:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:35 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jeanna Horther
 1304 Berkeley #1
 Santa Monica, California 90404
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kate
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:35:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:35 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kate Hanley
 677 7th Ave
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lyndahuey
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:35:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:35 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lynda Huey
 3014 Arizona Ave.
 Santa Monica, California 90404
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: awein13
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:36:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:36 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Anna Weinstein
 1045 Ordway Street
 Albany, California 94706
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: cmissile
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:37:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:37 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jose Bacallao
 1600 Ocean Front Walk
 Santa Monica, California 90401
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mia.davidson
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:39:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:39 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mia Davidson
 122 Chiquita Street
 Laguna Beach, California 92651
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jcarter
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:43:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:43 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Janet Denise Carter
 2803 Kansas Ave.
 Santa Monica, California 90404
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sylvie.makara
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:47 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sylvie Makara
 1912 Broadway
 305
 Santa Monica, California 90404
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: elipett
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:49:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:49 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Elisabeth Pett
 4918 Harbinson Avenue
 San Diego, California 92115
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: bradtodabone
Date: Tue, 28 Sep 2010 21:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 28, 2010 9:02 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Bradley Jacob Bailey
 5230 Aksarben Way
 Garden Vly, California 95633
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mreschan
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:53:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:53 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mary Reschan
 10168 West Glendon Circle
 Santee, California 92071
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: anne.e.kennedy
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:57:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:57 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Anne Kennedy
 608 29th Street
 Manhattan Beach, California 90266
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: acalderon
Date: Tue, 28 Sep 2010 11:50:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 28, 2010 11:50 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Angela Calderon
 248 21st Avenue
 San Francisco, California 94121
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: victor
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 10:59:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:59 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Victor Vazquez
 2826 Dewey Rd
 San Diego, California 92106
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mhbailey
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:00:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:00 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal waters.  PLEASE maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and DENY AN EXTENSION of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Melissa Bailey
 620 35th Street
 Manhattan Beach, California 90266
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sairag
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:01:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:01 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Saira Gandhi
 831 Camino Tierra Santa
 Camarillo, California 93010

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Jasonrogermoore
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:03:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:03 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jason Moore
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lisa
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:04:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:04 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lisa Zystro
 Arcata, California 95521
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: deborahroeber
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:05 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Deborah
 Roeber
 PO Box 1164
 Wrightwood, California 92397
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: vhand
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:06:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:06 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Victoria Hand
 29500 Heathercliff Road
 Malibu, California 90265
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: smrithin
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:12:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:12 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Smrithi Narayan
 651 Warner Avenue
 Los Angeles, California 90024
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: cheftione
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:13:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:13 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Christian Page
 872 S.Westgate Ave. #9
 Los Angeles, California 90049
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: nordine
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:22:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:22 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Leo Nordine
 Hermosa Beach, California 90254

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Alicia_Retes
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:23:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:23 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Alicia
 , California 94933
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: denisedd
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:26:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:26 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Denise Erkeneff
 33566 Seawind Court
 Dana Point, California 92629
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: info
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:28:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:28 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lisa Peacock
 PO Box 372
 North Hollywood , California 91603
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: claudi_vargas
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:29:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:29 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Claudia Vargas
 477 32nd Street
 Manhattan Beach, California 90266
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: chrissyroth1
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:36:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:36 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Christine Roth
 3512 the Strand 
 Manhattan Beach, California 90266
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: pennielane286
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:43:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:43 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Pamela Tuttle
 2851 W. 232nd
 Torrance, California 90505
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mbgr
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:50:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:50 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Marcela B. Gutierrez
 4026 Palm Ave
 San Diego, CA, California 92154
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sleed23
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:53:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:53 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dean Dildine
 2328 Fallingleaf Rd
 Oceanside, California 92056
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: micheleanna
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:57:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:57 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a lifelong Southern
Californian, I treasure the sea and the creatures in it. Please
maintain the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has included thousands of
hours of deliberation and public comment by fishermen,
conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South Coast alone,
there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of public
testimony.  I have written letters and attended meetings, and I am
very sorry to see that the MPAs might be delayed.  With the Channel
Islands, Central and North Central study regions already protected in
a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the
opportunity to get one step closer to completing the nation’s first
statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance ocean protection,
while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast. 
In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to
implement this historic conservation effort for the benefit of all
Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Michele Bigelow
 5038 Fairbanks Way
 Culver City , California 90230

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mhilbern
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 11:57:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:57 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mary Hilbern
 3102 1st Ave. Apt. I
 San Diego, California 92103
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sdiaz123
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:10:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:10 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sonia Vicenta Diaz
 3128 55th Street
 San Diego, California 92105
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: stephaniebatt
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:35:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:35 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Stephanie Batt
 5604 Honors Drive
 San Diego, California 92122
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lauren
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:37:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:37 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lauren Gilligan
 345 Lake Ave.
 Santa Cruz, California 95062
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: johanna
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:42:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:42 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 johanna felder
 2680 park ave
 laguna beach, California 92651 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: johanna
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:42:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:42 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 johanna felder
 2680 park ave
 laguna beach, California 92651 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jsavage
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:45:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:45 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: I live on the coast, about a
quarter-mile from the ocean. Because I care deeply about the health
of our state’s coastal habitats and marine wildlife, I respectfully
ask that you maintain the current timeline for implementing the South
Coast marine protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA
comment period.  Further, as a member of the North Coast Regional
Stakeholder Group, this delay undermines the great work we on the
NCRSG have done here in the upper reaches of this great State.  The
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish the goals of the
MLPA is unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jennifer Savage
 1500 Peninsula Dr
 Manila, California 95521

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: books
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:47 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Members of the Fish and Game Commission: As a Californian, a
long-time diver, and member of the Central Coast Regional Stakeholder
Group, I care deeply about MPAs and the health of our state’s
coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing today to
respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. That's why I put in uncountable man-days of volunteer work to
implement it, and why I've written and published two books
documenting the marine life it protects. Marine protected areas
(MPAs) are essential tools for protecting our treasured marine
wildlife and ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future
generations.  But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call
for a statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process
set up to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide
effort to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of
deliberation and public comment by fishermen, conservationists,
divers, and scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57
public meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An
unprecedented level of planning and review over every issue related
to MPAs has already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network,
including an exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel
Islands, Central and North Central study regions already protected in
a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the
opportunity to get one step closer to completing the nation’s first
statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance ocean protection,
while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast. 
In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to
implement this historic conservation effort for the benefit of all
Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 
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 Marc Shargel
 190 Orchard Road
 Felton, California 95018
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jennakrug
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:48:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:48 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jenna Krug
 , California 

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kholland
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:52:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:52 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kurt Holland
 1736 Michael lane
 Pacific Palisades, California 90272
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lisamarks98
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:55 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lisa Marks
 31522 Eagle Rock Way
 Laguna Beach, California 92651
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jerryheiss
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 12:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 12:55 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jerry Heiss
 11805 Pacific Avenue
 Los Angeles
 CA, California 90066
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: bshoog_69
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 13:00:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 1:00 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours 

 Sincerely, 

 jennifer Wilhelms
 1111 Hornblend St #8 San Diego, CA 921O9
 San Diego, California 921O9

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: a2s2c8
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 13:01:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 1:01 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Andrew
 7950 W Sunset Blvd.
 Suite 403
 Los Angeles, California 90046
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: belinda
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 13:04:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 1:04 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Belinda Waymouth
 2630 4th St
 Santa MOnica, California 90405

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: john.wolfe.se
Date: Mon, 27 Sep 2010 18:33:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 27, 2010 6:33 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 John R. Wolfe
 2320 Blake Street
 Berkeley, California 94704

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: bdolpheen
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 13:39:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 1:39 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kyana Barakett
 401 s barrington ave
 los angeles, California 90049

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: will
Date: Mon, 27 Sep 2010 18:16:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 27, 2010 6:16 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Will Noble 
 1137 Eureka Street
 Suite 1
 San Diego, California 92110
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: blackj30
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 13:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 1:47 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jennifer Black
 La Jolla, California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: jenlk
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 13:49:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 1:49 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jennifer Kovecses
 2825 Dewey Rd
 suite 200
 San Diego , California 92106
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: meli2342
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 13:56:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 1:56 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Maria Larsen
 2565 Evelyn St
 Montrose , California 91020
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: marisa.d.villarreal
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 14:00:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 2:00 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Marisa Villarreal
 415 Rancheria street
 Santa Barbara, California 93101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Alexandrab70
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 14:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 2:02 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Alexandra Brell
 291 N Florence Street
 Unit C
 Burbank, California 91505
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: carolriddell
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 14:13:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 2:13 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Carol H. Riddell
 12 Eastwood Drive
 Orinda, California 94563
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: etaylor7
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 14:19:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 2:19 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a former marine biologist,
current environmental attorney and chair of the Encinitas
Environmental Commission, I am eagerly awaiting protective measures
for the south coast region. I care deeply about the health of our
state’s coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing today
to respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools for
protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  With the Channel
Islands, Central and North Central study regions already protected in
a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the
opportunity to get one step closer to completing the nation’s first
statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance ocean protection,
while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast. 
In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to
implement this historic conservation effort for the benefit of all
Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Elizabeth Taylor
 726 Foxglove St
 Encinitas, California 92024
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: slkoch
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 14:36:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 2:36 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sharon Lee Koch
 4250 Park Newport, #409
 Newport Beach, California 92660
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: tmcbride27
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 14:38:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 2:38 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tim McBride
 117 Catamaran St. 
 Marina Del Rey, California 90292
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: golfingfreek
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 15:22:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 3:22 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Byrnes Vogel
 4106 McLaughlin Ave #1 
 Los Angeles , California 90066
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: dianiz_5
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 15:23:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 3:23 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Diane Castaneda
 310 Maple Ct
 Chula Vista, California 91911
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kmoonrocks
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 15:40:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 3:40 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kyle Moon
 129 E. Cherry Ave. 
 Arroyo Grande, California 93420
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: bpicheny
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 15:53:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 3:53 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Barbara L. Picheny
 32029 Point Place
 Laguna Beach, California 92651
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: marissa
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:11:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:11 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Marissa Spata
 3151 Airway Ave. 
 Suite F-110
 Costa Mesa, California 92626
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: penny
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:14:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:14 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Penelope Owens
 PO Box 21953
 Santa Barbara, California 93121

_______________________________________________________

Attachment: TEXT273.htm

Form Letter B233

809



Attachment: Mime275.822

810



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sdedina
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:23:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:23 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Serge Dedina
 652 Donax Ave
 Imperial Beach, California 91932
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lepeavey
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:28:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:28 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lindsey Peavey
 419 Orilla Del Mar Apt. B
 Santa Barbara, California 93103
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: erinengman
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:30:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:30 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Erin Engman
 346 1/2 N. Sycamore Ave.
 Los Angeles, California 90036
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Attachment: TEXT277.htm

Form Letter B236

815



Attachment: Mime280.822

816



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Atrimble
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:33:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:33 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Allison Trimble
 3703 essex St
 Santa Barbara, California 93101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: artistjen
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:37:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:37 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jennifer Ludwig
 3255 S. Granada Ave.
 Spring Valley, California 91977
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: benjamin.pister
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:39:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:39 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Benjamin Pister
 3040 Canon St.
 San Diego, California 92106
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: saulalarconfarfan
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:43:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:43 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Saul Alarcon
 7957 Normal Avenue
 La Mesa, California 91941
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: benw-10
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:44:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:44 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ben McCue
 365 Bonair St, Apt, 7
 La Jolla, California 92037
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Faycrev
Date: Mon, 27 Sep 2010 13:31:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 27, 2010 1:31 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Fay Crevoshay
 6045 Tulane St 
 San Diego, California 92122
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: stefaniemonzon
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:46:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:46 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Stefanie Monzon
 2816 29th Street 
 San Diego , California 92104
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: cmlsd
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:45:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:45 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Clark Labitan
 8529 Ivory Coast
 San Diego, California 92126
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: starjacobsen
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:47 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 star jacobsen
 59-369 wilinau rd.
 haleiwa, Hawaii 96712
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: wyamiller
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:56:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:56 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Wyatt Miller
 3384 McLaughlin Ave
 Los Angeles, California 90066
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: grayskies2727
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:56:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:56 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Eveline
 5357 San Vicente Blvd
 Unit 73
 Los Angeles, California 90019
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: trobinson
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 16:58:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 4:58 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Timothy H. Robinosn
 5504 Calle Arena 
 Carpinteria, California 93013
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: swimsjg
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:03:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:03 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sylvia Glenn
 1707 N.Curryer
 Santa Maria, California 93458-1814
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: rainshell
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:04:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:04 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian who spends
considerable time on or near the ocean nearly every day, I care
deeply about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 michelle rainville
 1725 Gillespie Street
 Santa Barbara, California 93101-4641
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mollymcd
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:10:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:10 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Molly McDonough
 411 Corona Del Mar, #D
 Santa Barbara, California 93103
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: phyllis
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:15:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:15 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Phyllis Chavez
 2112 Ocean Park Bl., #5
 Santa Monica , California 90405

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Williameaslea
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:21 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 William easlea
 6807 trigo road
 Goleta, California 93117
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ambermaron
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:22:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:22 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 amber maron
 244 Ruth Ave
 Venice, California 90291

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: rob
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:24:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:24 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Rob Jungmann
 217 san clemente st
 217 san clemente st
 santa barbara, California 93109
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: bdbest
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:37:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:37 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ben Best
 1935 Robbins Str
 Santa Barbara, California 93101

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: vfolson
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:46:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:46 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, and someone who
has fought for ten years for MPAs, I care deeply about the health of
our state’s coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing
today to respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools for
protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  But while the MLPA is
globally significant in its call for a statewide network of MPAs, the
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those goals is
also unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Valerie F. olson
 960 Vista de la Mesa Drive
 Santa Barbara, California 93110
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Attachment: TEXT298.htm

Form Letter B257

857



Attachment: Mime301.822

858



Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kelplady
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 17:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 5:47 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Nancy Caruso
 6192 Santa rita
 Garden grove, California 92845
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: warner
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:08:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:08 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a marine scientist at the
University of California, I care deeply about the health of our
state’s coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing today
to respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. There is abundant scientific evidence showing that marine
protected areas are essential tools for protecting marine wildlife
and ecosystems, and establishing them will ensure a healthy ocean for
future generations.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Robert R. Warner, Ph.D.
 Dept. Ecology, Evolution, and Marine Biology
 University of California
 Santa Barbara, California 93106
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: marybubbles3
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:16:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:16 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mary Hause Davis
 1660 Whittier Ave #13
 Costa mesa, California 92627
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: marybubbles3
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:19:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:19 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Donald Baer Davis Jr.
 1660 Whittier Ave #13
 Costa mesa, California 92627
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: bushing
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:27:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:27 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dr. William W. Bushing
 107 Tremont Ave.
 Avalon, California 90704
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: earthworks_works
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:28:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:28 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kendra Gonzales
 450 E. Daily Drive, #22
 Camarillo, California 93010
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: bkmstr
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:29:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:29 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As Californians and residents of
Santa Barbara, we care deeply about the health of our state’s
coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  We are writing today to
respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools for
protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  We used to live in
Cambria and saw quickly how effective the MPAs can be. But while the
MLPA is globally significant in its call for a statewide network of
MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those
goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the
MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation and public
comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In
the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over
95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning
and review over every issue related to MPAs has already been
conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive
environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central and North
Central study regions already protected in a network of MPAs, the
Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one step
closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Doug Buckmaster
 5360-C Calle Real
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 3650-C Calle Real
 Santa Barbara, California 93111
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: tjf7
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:34:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:34 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Thomas J. Fleming
 823 5th Street
 #1
 Santa Monica, California 90403
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kweissglass
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:36:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:36 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Keith Weissglass
 330 University Ave
 Davis, California 95616
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Susiewilliams
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 18:44:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 6:44 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Susie Williams
 488 Georgetown Ave
 Ventura, California 93003
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: zikiwee
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 19:11:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 7:11 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Rachel Wang
 8851 Longden Ave
 Temple City, California 91780

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: urbanfood
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 19:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 7:25 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 david doucette
 8127 stewart avenue
 los angeles, California 90045
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: cgypc
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 19:58:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 7:58 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Candace Cook
 407 Shasta Ln  Unit A
 Santa Barbara, California 93101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lv2dance245
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 20:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 8:02 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Vanessa Marie Lopez
 9308 Valley View Ave
 Whittier, California 90603
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: btlgeus1sb
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 20:14:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 8:14 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Julie Starr
 420 E De La Guerra
 Santa Barbara, California 93101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: puravidayoga
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 20:51:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 8:51 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 nichole mcginley
 28899 Grayfox Street
 Malibu, California 90265
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: happyesq
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 20:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 8:55 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Trish Damen
 5517 Calle Arena
 Carpinteria, California 93013
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: LULUDDL
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 21:26:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 9:26 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Lucinda  Brisbane
 po box 1053
 stinson beach, California 94907-1053
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: spanishonthebeach
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 21:33:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 9:33 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 SANDRA GARCIA
 105 WEST SOLA ST
 APT 216
 SANTA BARBARA, California 93101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: catmullin
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 21:36:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 9:36 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period. 
There is absolutely no reason to extend the decision any longer.  The
Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
Lack of action has decimated fish stocks in other American waters
e.g. the decline of cod on the East coast. But while the MLPA is
globally significant in its call for a statewide network of MPAs, the
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those goals is also
unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has included
thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by fishermen,
conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South Coast alone,
there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of public
testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over every
issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South Coast
MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document. With the
Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions already
protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has
the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the nation’s
first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance ocean
protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly 90% of
the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians.   Please act
swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 catherine mullin
 1316 Clifton St
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: vlrussell23
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 21:42:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 9:42 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Vicki Russell
 6413 Camino Ventosa
 San Clemente, California 92673
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: gghalle
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 22:09:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:09 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Gildas Halle
 240 Lexington
 Goleta, California 93117
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: eric.14
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 22:45:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:45 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Eric Schwartz
 1316 Clifton Street
 Santa Barbara, California 93103
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: maryscully
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 22:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:47 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Mary-Louise Scully M.D.
 637 East Micheltorena Street
 Santa Barbara, California 93103
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: hartlbn
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 22:47:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 10:47 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ronald Hartleben
 871 Palmer Ave
 Camarillo, California 93010
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: christinaeliason
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 23:21:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:21 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Christina Eliason
 5020 Walnut Park Drive
 Santa Barbara, California 93111
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: natalie
Date: Mon, 20 Sep 2010 23:46:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 20, 2010 11:46 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Natalie Borchardt
 3691 Persing Ave
 San Diego , California 92104
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: fosters005
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 02:44:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 2:44 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As an American, I care deeply
about the health of California's coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Shelby Scott Foster
 3050 Kahaloa Place
 Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: nanbedford
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 06:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 6:25 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Nan Bedford
 1900 Mission Ridge Road
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: nanbedford
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 06:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 6:25 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Nan Bedford
 1900 Mission Ridge Road
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: nanbedford
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 06:26:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 6:26 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Nan Bedford
 1900 Mission Ridge Road
 Santa Barbara, California 93103
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: swamper255
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 07:14:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 7:14 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ron Massoli
 3524 Woodstock Road
 Santa Ynez, California 93460
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: darussell1
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 07:31:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 7:31 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Donald Russell
 6413 Camino Ventosa
 San Clemente, California 92673
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sharonschlegel
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 07:35:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 7:35 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sharon Schlegel
 PO Box 1577
 Wrightwood, California 92397
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: mmmstanton
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 07:40:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 7:40 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Melinda Stanton
 395 Weymouth Pl
 Laguna Beach, California 92651
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: writenow
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 07:46:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 7:46 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.   This impacts the future we leave our
children--it is part of the legacy we should leave behind. 

 Sincerely, 

 Jody Perry
 1300 Cravens Ln
 Carpinteria, California 93013
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: colbyok
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 07:55:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 7:55 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Colby Keener
 6211 CALLE BODEGA
 Camarillo, California 93012
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: cpohlhammer
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 08:13:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 8:13 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Carrie Pohlhammer
 PO Box 1825
 Laguna Beach, California 92652
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: springhead
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 08:45:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 8:45 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 jamie green
 2245 katherine ave
 ventura, California 93003
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: charlesvangorder
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 09:33:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 9:33 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As an American, I care deeply
about the health of your state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of your State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dr. Charles B. Van Gorder
 1600 S. Indiana Ave.,
 unit 1509
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: charlesvangorder
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 09:33:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 9:33 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As an American, I care deeply
about the health of your state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of your State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dr. Charles B. Van Gorder
 1600 S. Indiana Ave.,
 unit 1509
 , California 
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: charlesvangorder
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 09:35:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 9:35 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As an American, I care deeply
about the health of your state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of your State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dr. Charles B. Van Gorder
 1600 S. Indiana Ave.,
 unit 1509
 Chicago, Illinois 60616-4737
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: joeyrayburgess
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 10:16:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 10:16 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Joseph Burgess
 915 W. Islay 
 Santa Barbara, California 93101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: JackEngle4
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 10:16:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 10:16 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Jack Engle, Ph.D.
 7554 Palos Verdes Drive
 Goleta, California 93117
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: amandaakabooks
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 10:23:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 10:23 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Amanda Sousa
 1251 Hornblend
 San Diego, California 92109
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: cathleengarnand
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 11:01:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 11:01 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Cathleen Garnand
 Santa Barbara, California 93105
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Leeannef2004
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 11:32:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 11:32 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 LeeAnne French
 545 Vereda Del Ciervo
 Goleta, California 93117
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kristi
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 11:39:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 11:39 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kristi Birney Rieman 
 906 Garden Street 
 Santa Barbara , California 93101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: dougherty
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 11:50:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 11:50 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Shannon Dougherty
 4010 Morena Blvd, Suite 100
 San Diego, California 92117
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: deaconsteve
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 12:00:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 12:00 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Deacon Steve Mutz
 1441 W. Blaboa Blvd
 Newport Beach, California 92660
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: angthepirate
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 12:41:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 12:41 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Angela Carroll
 891 Commonwealth Ave.
 Venice, California 90291
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kozlowkskia
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 13:01:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 1:01 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Anna Kozlowski
 7307 Tranquil Drive
 Tujunga, California 91042
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: ashleyynikoleee
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 14:07:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 2:07 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Ashley Nicole Stewart
 1832 Manzanita Ct
 Vista, CA, California 92083
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: heather
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 15:18:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 3:18 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 heather Cauldwell
 28 Helvic Rd
 Monterey, California 93940
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: lesgardner
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 15:37:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 3:37 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Leslie Gardner
 1939 Ellis St
 San Francisco, California 94115
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: rolfskar
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 15:51:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 3:51 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: The stakeholder involvement and
planning that has gone into implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas has been fair and thorough.  I urge you to maintain
the current timeline and deny an extension of the CEQA comment
period.  Californians don't need unnecessary delay or political
tactics...we need Marine Protected Areas to ensure the bounty and
beauty of our treasured coasts. The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA)
is clearly one of our State’s most critical ocean protection laws.
MPAs are essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife
and ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.
 But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act now to implement this historic
conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians, both present
and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Rolf Skar
 473 Frederick Street
 San Francisco, California 94117
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: cooksm_747
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 16:02:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 4:02 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Sean Cook
 1623 Lucretia Avenue
 Los Angeles, California 90026
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: Chrislejeune
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 16:03:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 4:03 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Chris LeJeune
 2636 Calle Manzano
 Thousand Oaks, California 91360
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: emilyutter
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 17:01:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 5:01 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Emily Utter
 350 Frank Ogawa Plaza
 Oakland, California 94612-2016
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: eibeads
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 17:04:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 5:04 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Paula von Weller
 PO Box 2005
 La Pine, Oregon 97739
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: tysoneckerle
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 17:05:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 5:05 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tyson Eckerle
 312 E. Sola St. Apt 3
 Santa Barbara, California 93101
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: waikiki
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 17:46:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 5:46 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 bob leeds
 po box 2512
 carmel/ca, California  93921-2512
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: eli
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 17:52:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 5:52 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian and director of
OceanHealth.Org, I care deeply about the health of our state’s
coastal habitats and marine wildlife.  I am writing today to
respectfully ask that you maintain the current timeline for
implementing the South Coast marine protected areas and deny an
extension of the CEQA comment period.   The Marine Life Protection
Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most critical ocean protection
laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are essential tools for
protecting our treasured marine wildlife and ecosystems and will
ensure a healthy ocean for future generations.  But while the MLPA is
globally significant in its call for a statewide network of MPAs, the
inclusive stakeholder process set up to accomplish those goals is
also unparalleled.  The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has
included thousands of hours of deliberation and public comment by
fishermen, conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South
Coast alone, there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of
public testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over
every issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South
Coast MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document.
With the Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions
already protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission
now has the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the
nation’s first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance
ocean protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly
90% of the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please
act swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Eli Saddler, JD, MPH, MA
 PO Box 14732
 San Francisco, California 94114
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: coleleslie
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 17:54:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 5:54 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Leslie Cole-Brooks
 1400 Pensacola St. #1102
 Honolulu, Hawaii 96822
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: misty
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 18:12:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 6:12 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Misty Richmond
 95 West Crescent Dr. 
 San Rafael, California 94901
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: dhogan4342
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 18:18:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 6:18 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Dave Hogan
 4342 W. Quinn Pl.
 Denver, Colorado 80236
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: timeichenberg
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 21:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 9:25 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The statewide effort to implement the MLPA has included thousands of
hours of deliberation and public comment by fishermen,
conservationists, divers, and scientists.  In the South Coast alone,
there have been 57 public meetings with over 95 hours of public
testimony.   An unprecedented level of planning and review over every
issue related to MPAs has already been conducted for the South Coast
MPA network, including an exhaustive environmental document. With the
Channel Islands, Central and North Central study regions already
protected in a network of MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has
the opportunity to get one step closer to completing the nation’s
first statewide MPA network.  This network will enhance ocean
protection, while still allowing fishing to continue on nearly 90% of
the coast.  In short, it is a win for all Californians. Please act
swiftly to implement this historic conservation effort for the
benefit of all Californians, both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Tim Eichenberg
 2027 Hayes Street
 San Francisco, California 94117
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: sealionkb
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 21:49:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 9:49 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kristen Bunting
 1641 San Pablo Ave Apt 1
 Berkeley, California 94702
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: kimlmartin
Date: Tue, 21 Sep 2010 23:25:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 21, 2010 11:25 PM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Kim Martin
 625 Marine Ave.
 Manhattan Beach, California 90266

_______________________________________________________
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Subject: Keep Plans to Protect California's Ocean On Track
From: richards.daniel
Date: Wed, 22 Sep 2010 08:43:00
To: "FGC" <FGC@fgc.ca.gov>
_______________________________________________________

 Sep 22, 2010 8:43 AM 

 California Fish and Game Commission 1416 Ninth Street P.O. Box
944209 Sacramento, CA 94244-2090 

 Dear Fish and Game Commissioners: As a Californian, I care deeply
about the health of our state’s coastal habitats and marine
wildlife.  I am writing today to respectfully ask that you maintain
the current timeline for implementing the South Coast marine
protected areas and deny an extension of the CEQA comment period.
The Marine Life Protection Act (MLPA) is one of our State’s most
critical ocean protection laws. Marine protected areas (MPAs) are
essential tools for protecting our treasured marine wildlife and
ecosystems and will ensure a healthy ocean for future generations. 
But while the MLPA is globally significant in its call for a
statewide network of MPAs, the inclusive stakeholder process set up
to accomplish those goals is also unparalleled.  The statewide effort
to implement the MLPA has included thousands of hours of deliberation
and public comment by fishermen, conservationists, divers, and
scientists.  In the South Coast alone, there have been 57 public
meetings with over 95 hours of public testimony.   An unprecedented
level of planning and review over every issue related to MPAs has
already been conducted for the South Coast MPA network, including an
exhaustive environmental document. With the Channel Islands, Central
and North Central study regions already protected in a network of
MPAs, the Fish and Game Commission now has the opportunity to get one
step closer to completing the nation’s first statewide MPA network. 
This network will enhance ocean protection, while still allowing
fishing to continue on nearly 90% of the coast.  In short, it is a
win for all Californians. Please act swiftly to implement this
historic conservation effort for the benefit of all Californians,
both present and future.

 Sincerely, 

 Daniel Richards
 216 Agnus Drive
 ventura, California 93003

_______________________________________________________
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